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LONDON, MARCH 12, 1887. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


THE LEADING counseL in the several courts of the five Chan- 
cery judges have been looking for a renewal of the practice 
of former years, under which the judges were absent for a few 
days in order to make a break in the long sittings, but none of 
the learned judges has expressed an intention this year to 
adopt that practice. 





Txosz Persons who consider themselves entitled to fabulous 
sums lying in the Pay Office of the Supreme Court, are afforded 
a fresh opportunity of extending their researches by a supple- 
ment to the Gazette just issued, containing a list, in alphabetical 
form, of accounts which have not been dealt with for fifteen 
years. They are, however, warned that only 1-19th of the 
amounts standing to these accounts exceed £1,000, and that only 
one-third exceed £100. 





THE MODERN system by which each judge in the Court of Appeal 
delivers an independent judgment, even when all are segreed, has 
several disadvantages. One of them was made apparent during 
the hearing of Re Arbenz, a trade-mark case relating to the “‘ Gem” 
air-gun. he three judgments of the Court of Appeal in the 
case of the ‘‘ Melrose” hair-restorer and ‘‘Electric”’ velveteen 
(Re Van Duzer and Re Leaf & Sons, 35 W. R. 294) were much 
relied on, and a good deal of discussion took place as to the pos- 
rible differences of view expressed by their lordships. It appeared, 
however, that the two Lords Justices who followed Lord Justice 
Corron intended to say the same thing as he had said, and that the 
difficulty of repeating the same thing in different words had led to 
unintentional discrepancies. It was obvious that, if each of the 
two judges had merely said ‘‘I concur,” their judgments, and the 
judgment of the court, would have been far more forcible and three 
times as intelligible. Another misfortune of the multiplicity of 
judgments is due to the singular etiquette of the bench, which has 
come to make it necessary, when a judgment is to be reversed, for 
the same thing to be said three times over, “‘out of respect” for 
the judge whose judgment is treated with none. It was Lord 
Bramwett, when a Lord Justice, who introduced this form-of 
politeness, but then he was a judge strong enough to be silent 
when he had nothing to say. It was his rule to add nothing when 
coneurring ; it is not the rule of more recent times. 





THERE Is a curious oversight on the part of the framers of the 
Settled Land Act, 1882, with regard to the powers of married 
women under the Ast. By section 61, sub-section 2, the powers 
of tenant for life under the Act are conferred on married women, 
and by sub-section 6 of the same section it is enacted that a 
restraint on anticipation in the settlement shall not prevent the 
exercise by a married woman of any power under the Act. So 
& married woman, tenant for life and restrained from anticipation, 
has the powers given by the Act. Now comes the anomaly. If 
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= their disapprobation of the rule which allowed such 
to be drawn up by the chief clerks instead of by the 
registrars. Ord. 55, r. 74, was undoubtedly framed upon the 
resolution (No. 27) of the committee appointed by Lord Szxzorye, 
“that mapy of the orders made in chambers, other than money 
orders, shonld be drawn by the chief clerks, unless the judge 
otherwise directs.” It does not appear that any of the chancery 
jadges have given any special directions to their chief clerks on 
the subject, though it is the fact that many orders are now 
drawn in chambers which used to be drawn by the registrars. No 
one was ever able to understand the object of that part of the rule 
which carries out the above-quoted words of the resolution. It 
surely could not have been intended to expedite business by 
adding to the work of the chief clerks and taking away some work 
from the registrars. If the evidence taken by the committee is 
examined, it will be found that the principal witness on this point 
—Mr. Hawxtns, chief clerk to Mr. Justice Carrrr—says, in effect 
(625—8), that the orders could be drawn at chambers, but to 
have them so drawn would largely increase his labour; that, even 
supposing there were a sufficient staff for the purpose, it would be 
very unadvisable, as the registrars are a body of men “‘ trained up 
from their youth in orders”; that when errors are made in 
chambers they are discovered by the care of the registrars, and 
that no time would be saved by the proposed change. In the 
ease before the Court of Appeal the error which was made in 
chambers would in all probability have been detected under the 
scrutiny of the registrars, and from the words let fall by the 
judges it may be expected that this source of error will be put a 
stop to, or greatly modified, at an early date. 


WE necorp elsewhere the lamented death of Mr. Writtam Saarn 
and the leading facts of his career; but, apart from his many claims 
to grateful remembrance on the ground of public services and works 
of benevolence, there is a special reason for a tribute to his memory 
in these columns. He was one of the most active movers in the 
project which resulted, more than thirty years ago, in the 
establishment of the Sorrcrrors’ Jovrwat ; and he acted for many 
years as secretary of the company, composed of London and 
provincial solicitors, which was formed for that purpose. It 
was, we believe, Mr. Suazn who laid down in the first article 
of the first number the lines on which the journal was to deal 
with the interests it was established to promote. ‘It will be 
the — of this journal to secure for the solicitor, so far as its 
power extend, the recognition of his fair rights and proper 
social character and position. But there is nothing of an aggres- 
sive nature in the functions which we thus assume. . . . 
That which is for the general good is best for individuals and 
classes, and the interest of the client is the same thing as the 
interest of the lawyer of every grade. By this principle we 
propose to try all questions, and we believe that, if fairly ap- 
plied, it will suffice for their solution. And if in time we can 
convince the public that this is the rule which guides our 
efforts, we shall be sure of obtaining for the body we under- 
take to represent a fair and impartial investigation of whatever 
claims it may have to urge. It must always be remembered 
that the duty of this journal is not only to convince solicitors 
that their claims are just, bat to convince the world at large, 
and this we can only hope to do by establishing a reputation for 
fall and free inquiry, for fair and unbiassed judgment, and frank, 


g declaration of the conclusions at which we have 
aahak ” Since those lines were written, thirty years ago, the 
advance in the recognition of the rights of solicitors and in their 
social position has probably been far greater than their writer 
ventured to anticipate. It is not for us to say how far during 
that period this journal has aided in the accomplishment of 
this result; the important matter has been that the action of 
the successive Councils of the Incorporated Law Society has 
been, on the whole, honourably distinguished by a prs A ad- 
herence to Mr. Suxw’s conception of the true interests of the 


profession. 


OS fecgiget PAPER recently stated that the Solicitor-General 





position of crediters who have assented to a private arrangement 
with an insolvent debtor who haa subsequently become bankrupt— 

**In the case submitted to the Solicii many of the creditors 
had executed an or deed of arrangement, within three months of 


the execution of the a receiving order had. been made the 
debtor. The Solicitor-General advises that none of those tors who 


executed the deed can prove against the estate or ‘ 
They have, he holds, released the debtor by an instrument Body) 
they cannot Tak ts creditors of the eeteta, We understand. iat Bi 
. We 

Epwarp CLARKE goes 80 Sor a $0 hold ‘hat they cannot oven peove the 
amount of the composition stipulated forin the deed of arrangement." 

It has been subsequently stated that the opinion is signed by Bir 
Epwarp Crarxe and Mr. M. Mure Macxewzre; that it covers “ all 
arrangements on which the creditors give a release under seal,'’ 
and that the ground of the opinion is that, “‘as a release under 
seal requires no consideration to support it, the only effect of a 
subsequent bankruptcy is that any property which the deed 
purports to convey to the creditors becomes the property of the 
trustee in bankruptcy. For every other purpose the deed is 
valid against the creditors, who are thus absolutely bound by their 
release.” It would seem from the first of these statements that 
the deed to which the opinion related was an ordinary comporition 
deed, and it would be interesting to learn in detail how the 
learned counsel dispose of the ordinary notion that the express 
mention in such a deed of two considerations—viz., the agreement 
of all the creditors to execute it; and the covenant to pay the 
stipulated composition—makes the failure of either of these con- 
siderations fatal to the deed, and restores the creditors’ previous 
rights. In most composition deeds a proviso is inserted for the 
revival of the debts of the creditors on failure to nieet any of the 
instalments of the composition, and as regards future deeds of 
arrangement, the opinion, even if correct, need not occasion uneasi- 
ness. Nothing more appears to be necessary than the insertion of 
a proviso that, in case bankruptcy should supervene or any other 
event occur to deprive the creditors of the benefit of the assignment 
or composition (as the case may be), the release contained in the 
deed should be void. Many of our readers will have observed that, 
in the drafts of deeds of arrangement prepared by experienced 
practitioners since the Act of 1883, a clause is inserted, expressly 
providing that, in the events above mentioned, ‘‘ the release or 
discharge aforesaid shall not prevent the creditors from claiming 
under such bankruptcy proceedings.” 5 








INCUMBRANCES UNDER THE YORKSHIRE REGIS- 
TRIES ACTS, 1884, 1885. 


I 


Unper the Yorkshire Registries Act, 1884, which came into opera- 
tion on the Ist of January, 1885, ‘‘ assurance ”’ is defined (section 3) 
so as to include (inter alia) any ‘' conveyance, judgment, decree, 
writ of execution or sequestration, adjudication in bankruptcy, or 
other order or process of, or issuing from, a court of competent 
jurisdiction. . . .” 

Power is given (section 4) to register ‘‘all assurances executed 
or made’ after 1884; and by section 14, “‘all assurances entitled 
to be registered under this Act shall have priority according to the 
date of registration thereof, and not according to the date of such 
assurances or of the execution thereof. ° All priorities 
given by this Act shall have fall effect in all courts, except in 
eases of actual fraud, and all persons claiming thereunder any 
legal or equituble interests shall be entitled to corresponding 
priorities, and no such person shall lose any priority merely in 
consequence of his having been affected with actual or constructive 
notice except in cases of actual fraud, . . and any disposi- 
tion of land or charge on land which, if unregistered, would be 
fraudulent and void shall, notwithstanding registration, be fraudu- 
lent and void in like manner.” 

This Act has introduced a novel principle into our law. Hitherto 
every person has been bound to take notice of every order of a 
superior court, but it appears that, if the land affected by the order 
is situated in Yorkshire, a person making title to the land by a 
conveyance executed after the order was made, but regi 
before the order is registered, has priority over 

In other words, the purchaser is 





given an opinion on an important point connected with the claims by yirtue of the order. 
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in the same ae as he would be if the land was situated in any 
other part of England and the conveyance was executed 

the order was made, so that the land is not affected by the order. 
This conclusion is somewhat startling, but it appears to be justified 
by the following considerations. We propose in this article to 
discuss the effect of such a conveyance. 

Caveats.—A caveat may, by the amending Act of 1885, s. 3, 
be registered with respect to any lands ‘‘ by any person claiming 
to be entitled to any interest in such lands in favour of any person 
named therein,” and any assurance made while the eaveat remains 
in force by the person giving the caveat in favour of the person 
in whose favour the caveat is given, his heirs, executers, adminis- 
trators, or assigns, and duly registered, shall have the same priority 
as if it was registered at the date on which the caveat was 
registered. 

Lis pendens.—It should be borne in mind that the doctrine of 
lis pendens merely states that, as it is necessary to the administra- 
tion of justice that the decision of the court in an action should 
be binding, not only on tke litigant parties, but upon those who 
derive title under them during the action, “ lite” every 
conveyance of the subject-matter of the action made by a litigant 
during the action is subject to the rights which are enfo: in 
the action in favour of the other litigant. All that is effected by 
2 & 3 Vict. c. 11 is to provide that where an action or other pro- 
ceeding is not registered as a lis pendens a purchaser pendente lite 
without notice shall not be affected by the doctrine; it follows 
that a lis pendens does not fall within the definition of ‘‘ assurance” 
in the Yorkshire Registries Act, 1883, and accordingly cannot be 
registered under that Act. 

General remarks on registration of writs or orders.—The 
memorial of a writ or order must contain (Yorkshire Registries 
Act, 1884, s. 6), inter alia, ‘‘So much of the order as affects any 
lands within the Riding, or describes or defines such lands,” and 
it cannot be registered (section 8) “unless . . . an office 
copy of such order . . . is produced to the registrar at the 
time of such registration.” Without discussing the somewhat 
obscure question in how short a time after an order is made or 
writ issued it is possible to obtain an office copy, it is evident that, 
between the making or issuing and the registration of the order or 
writ, an interval of time will necessarily elapse sufficient to allow 
a conveyance of the land affected by the order or writ to be 
executed and registered before it is possible to register the order or 
writ. The terms of the provisions as to caveats do not seem to be 
applicable to the case of orders or writs; but, even if are, one 
litigant would hardly ever give a caveat in favour of another. 

Three questions present themselves— 


(1) What is the effect of a conveyance executed after the | j 


making of the order or issue of the writ but registered before the 
order or writ is registered, and before it is carried into effect ? 

(2) What is the effect of a conveyance executed or regi 
after the order or writ has been carried into effect but not regis- 
tered ? 

(3) What is the effect of an order made after a contract for sale 
but registered before the conveyance is regi ? 

The answer to these questions may depend upon the nature of 
the order or writ. 

In discussing them it is important to remember that the existing 
Yorkshire Registries Act is merely substituted for the old Acts, 
the object of which was to render purchasers and mortgagees 
secure, not to assist execution creditors or persons claiming under 
a bankruptcy. It must also be remem that the word 
“ priority ” is generally used in legal documents to mean priority 
of effect not of date, though it may be used in the latter meaning ; 


it is probable, therefore, that the words in the Yorkshire any, wre 
of - 


Act of 1884, s. 14—“ shall have Larne ‘hin ne the 
the registration thereof, and not according to the date of such 
assurances or of the execution thereof ”—merely mean that, where 


registration is necessary, then, for the purposes of om ga i 


the priorities of effect inter se, aesurances, if registered, m 
be taken to be executed at the date of registration; and that 
the Act does not defeat the operation of executions completed but 


not registered. 
Orders made in an action for the of land.—An order of 


this nature produces its effect as soon as it is pronounced, except, 
possibly, in a few cases where some further proceeding—such as 
registration pursuant to an Act of Parliament—is necessary. It is 
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example of this was afforded by the recent case of Jn re Vernon, 
Hwens, § Oo. (35 W. R. 225), while the opposite effect produced 
by the timely appearance of the legal estate is illustrated by Easton 
v. London Joint Stock Bank (35 W. R. 220). 

The former was a case arising out of tke bankruptcy of 
Mesers. Parker, solicitors. A client had intrusted them with 
£11,000 to invest. This they did by crediting him with 
that amount in money already out on mortgage. The 

was exchanged for a fresh one, and Messrs. Parker 
subsequently purchased the equity of red»mption in this 
last. The result of this was that, although the client never had 
any mortgage directly to himself, yet Messrs. Parker became 
trustees for him of their first mortgage to the extent of the money 
advanced, and the equitable interest which he thus acquired was 
transferred to the new mortgage and survived the purchase of the 
uity of redemption. As the legal estate was outstanding, the 
Parker thus had an equitable estate subject to the equity 
of their client. This estate they proceeded to transfer to a com- 
pany which they themselves were instrumental in forming, and 
when, upon their bankruptcy, the client’s administratrix sought to 
enforce his equity against the land, the claim was resisted by the 
company on the plea that they were purchasers for value without 
notice. Considering the manner in which the Messrs. Parker had 
been involved in bringing out the company it seems very doubtful 
whether the absence of notice could have been established; but as 
the legal estate had not been got in, the question did not really 
arise. It is curious that the importance attached to the legal estate 
should appear to be on the increase. In Penny v. Watts (2 De G. 
& Sm. 501) it was considered by Knight-Bruce, V.C., that purchase 
for valuable consideration without notice would be a good defence 
even in its absence, and Lord St. Leonards quotes this with ap- 
proval while making a violent attack on Lord Westbury’s judg- 
ment in Philips v. Phillips referred to above (V. & P., 14th ed., 
p. 796). The matter, however, has now passed out of the stage of 
controversy, and in the case we are considering not a doubt was 
cast upon it. ‘‘ The case of the claimant has been put upon another 
geek Ghid t#@ proper ground, that the company not having 
obtained the legal estate, the claim of ‘ purchasers for value with- 
out notice’ cannot alone avail them.’’ Such was the opinion of 
Lord Justice Lindley. 

The only chance, then, for the company was to shew that the 
prior equity had been in some way forfeited, and at first sight there 
seemed to be something in favour of such a contention. The 
client bad simply handed over his money to the Messrs. Parker, 
and had then taken no further trouble, leaving it quite possible 
for them to deal with the resulting investment to the prejudice 
of third parties. This is not altogether unlike the cases in which 
@ mortgagee parts with the deeds so as to enable the mortgagor 
to raise fresh money on them (Waldron v. Sloper, 1 Drew. 193), 
or a vendor with an equitable lien signs a receipt, for the unpaid 
purchase-money and hands it over to someone who is thus enabled 
to make a title (Rice v. Rice, 2 W. R. 139, 2 Drew. 73). 
But in such cases the mortgagee himself actually interferes in 
the business. In the one under consideration, on the other hand, 
the owner of the equity placed confidence from the beginning in the 
Meeers. Parker, who were in the position of trustees toward him, 
and he subsequently in no way took part in what they did. It 
may be said, of course, that, if he reposes this confidence wrongly, 

80 puts it in the power of a dishonest man to defraud a third 
party, he is himself the one who ought to suffer, and on abstract 
this is probably sound enough. But the system of trusts 

is fully established in this country and recognized by our law, and 
to apply such a doctrine would be to level a deadly blow at it. 
Thus it was said by Turner, L.J., in Cory v. Eyre (1 De G. J. & 
Sm. 169, 12 W. R. Ch. Dig. 61) :—‘‘ The very first principle of 
trusts is, that the cestus gue trust places confidence in his trustee, 
and, if it is to be held that a cestui que trust is to be postponed 
upon the mere ground that he did not inquire into the acts or 
conduct of his trustee, that principle would, as it seems to me, be 
i @ great measure, if not wholly, destroyed.” Very similar 
languege was used by Lord Cairns in Shropshire Union Railways 
Canal Co. v. Zhe Queen (23 W. R. 709, L. R. 7 H. L. 496). 

It had been contended that, when the absolute beneficial interest 


*| under the impression that the 


'Lord Cairns said :—“ My lords, that is a very serious proposition. 
Tt goes not merely to shares, but it goes to land, and to every other 
species of property ; and it goes to say that, whereas there is a 
large, well-known, recognized, and admitted system of trusts in 
this country, that system of trusts isto be cut down and moulded 
and reduced to this, that it is to be a system applicable only to 
infants, married women, or persons with limited interests. ae, 
I find no authority for such a proposition, andI feel satisfied that 
your lordships will not be disposed to introdace, for the first time, 
that as a rule of law.” Upon the above principles it was clear, 
then, that the client’s equity was superior to that of the subsequent 
purchaser’s, and that in placing implicit confidence in the solicitors 
nothing had been done to forfeit it. This shews the course of 
matters in the absence of the legal estate. 

The other case to which we have referred is equally instruc- 
tive as to its presence. A. wished to borrow money. To 
enable him to do so B. executed and handed over to him, inter 
alia, transfers in blank of certain shares. These B. delivered to a 
money-lender, C., in exchange for the lean, and C., in his turn, 
deposited them with other securities with a bank as security for 
advances to himself. Clearly A.’s intention was that the shares 
should only be liable for the sums actually advanced to B., but the 
bank took them on the understanding that they should cover all 
sums due to them from C. The bank was wise enough to com- 
plete its legal title by obtaining a transfer of the shares into the 
names of trustees. They were thus at liberty to set up against 
A. the defence of purchasers for value without notice, and the 
only question was whether they had notice of the purpose for 
which A. had delivered the shares. Into this it is not necessary 
for us to go. It was held ultimately that, in the ordinary course 
of business, the money-lender C. had power to dispose of securities 
so as to raise loans to himself, although the whole of the loan on 
any particular security might not go to its owner, and that the 
bank had no notice of the special manner in which A. had been 
brought into the transaction. 

But in this case, as in the last, the central fact is one 
inseparable from the present complexities of business. Prop- 
erty is placed by the owner in the hands of another for 
special purposes, but in such a manner that that other can dis- 
pose of it as his own. The injury which he can thus do to inno- 
cent parties is to be regarded as unavoidable, and the only means 
by which a person who has committed the first error of taking an 
equitable interest can retrieve his position is the old-fashioned 
tabula in naufragio, the legal estate. 








INCOME TAX CASES. 


(Blake v. Lord Mayor of London, 35 W. R. 212; Partridge v. Mallan- 
daine, 35 W. R. 276; Pommery v. Apthorpe, 35 W. R. 307.) 


In Blake v. Lord Mayor of London the question for decision was the 
meaning of the words ‘‘ public school ” in the Income Tax Act, 1845 
(5 & 6 Vict. c. 35), and whether the City of London School was a 
‘* public school” within the meaning of the Act, so as to be exempt 
from income tax by virtue of section 61, rule 6. There was little to 
guide the court. The difficulty of putting a definite meaning upon 
the phrase ‘‘ public school” may be seen in the attempt at a defini- 
tion made by the learned judge—‘‘ The words ‘ public schools’ are 
not to be construed here as words of art, but mean schools which are 
in their nature public,” Yet some negative results were reached, 
which will narrow the issues in any future case of the kind, The 
expression ‘‘ public school” in the Income Tax Acts is not limited to 
schools which are supported by charity funds or endowments ; and 
a school does not cease to bea “ public school” because the scholars 
pay something or because they have to be ‘‘ recommended” for 
admission. And the City of London School itself may henceforth hold 
up its head amongst the publicschools. The fact that the Commissioners 
of Income Tax had decided that the school was a ‘ public achool ” 
seems to have assisted the learned judge in arriving at bis decision 
of a question which he descri as “ perhaps rather one of law 
mixed with fact than of pure law.” 

We believe it has been the habit of the gentlemen who are known in 
the racing world as ‘‘ bookmakers” to consider that their gains, 
though often large, could escape the meshes of that net of the five 
schedules which in, B., once described as large enough to 
include every description of sg a They seem to have been 

Ww askance at their vocation, 
and would not permit the Treasury to lay hands i 





upon their 
lestit should seem to countenance the means by which they were 
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earned. The case of Partridge v. Mallandaine has vindicated the 

ge of Martin, B., has the h of the bookmakers, 
while at the same time it has afforded them the satisfaction of know- 
ing that their calling is not an illegal one, and has put an end to the 
notion that disapproval of the means by which profits are earned will 
prevent the enforcement by the law of the ’s claim to tax 
those profits. The case is the stronger because we think we discern a 
difference in the views taken by the learned judges, who nevertheless 
concurred in their judgment. Denman, J., thought that bookmakin 
was a ‘‘ vocation” within the meaning of the Income Tax Acts, | 
that, even if the vocation were an illegal one, profits derived from it 
would be taxable, as if a man “ canoe on a systematic business of 
re civing stolen goods and made by it £2,000 year, the Income 
Tax Commissioners would be right in assessing him thereon.” 
Hawkins, J., holding that the vocation or calling of a professional 
bookmaker was an honest calling, could not see why his profits 
should not be taxed. 

In the result of the case of Pommery v. Apthorpe we see the failure 
of another se to evade payment of income tax upon profits 
made in England on the ground that the bnsiness was carried on 
abroad. The points by which it was attem to distinguish the 
present case from 7ischler v. Apthorpe (33 W. R. 548) were, that here 
the principal did not regularly spend some months of the year in 
this country and personally take orders, and that payments were made 
to the firm abroad. In other the circumstances were simi 
to those in Tischler v. Apthorpe, and the court held that the cases 
were practicably undistinguishable. 








REVIEWS. 
ALLOTMENTS. 


Tue Law or ALLorments. By T. Hatt Hatt, Barrister-at-Law. 
Longmans, Green, & Co. 


This is a very careful work upon a subject which has grown much 
in importance of late years. The author gives the whole history of 
legislation and attempted legislation upon his subject from the tine 
of Queen Elizabeth downwards, and points out that a statute of 
Elizabeth (31 Eliz. c. 7), enacting that no cottage in country districts 
should be built or maintained ‘‘ without four acres of ground, at least, 
assigned to be continually occupied therewith,” remained on the 
Statute Book till 1774, when an Act (15 Geo. 3, c. 32) was passed 
solely to repeal it. The Act of 1882 is carefully commented on, both 
in the text and appendix, where it is printed with full intersectional 
notes, not unsuccessfully attempting to solve its difficulties of con- 
struction. Other statutes printed are “8 Bourne’s Act,” 59 
Geo. 3, c, 12, ‘* Weyland’s Act,” 2 Will. 4, oc. $2, the Inclosure Act, 
1845, and the Commons Act, 1876. There is a copious collection of 
rules for Jetting allotments, and other forms. are frequent 
observations upon the general practice, not only of allotment trustees, 
but also of private owners and of the Charity Commissioners, in 
relation to allotments, and much sensible advice is offered to trustees. 
We are not surprised to read that ‘‘ where compulsion has been tried 
against trustees, the whole machinery of the Act of 1882 has broken 
down.” We can cordially recommend the book to all interested in its 
subject. 





THE LICENSING LAWS. 
A MANUAL OF THE LAW CONCERNING THE RETAILING oF INTOXI- 
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reports and a reference to cases of general interest in the 
reports and Davis’s Su Court Reports. There is a 
cases followed, oversulel icf mieateily ehpsiianed | a table of 
court, with references to the names 
column of the digest where those cases 
table of statutes. The ae gay of matter under 

headings is convenient, the statements of cases 
examined are accurate. We can 
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evidently been bestowed upon it. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 
PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION—DISPENSING ORDERS, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Jowrnal. } 


Sir,— 71 ack the Ria te ie Slee ee Saree 
power? Is it not essential in the interests of the profession 
of the public that solicitors should be men of education and gentle- 


men ? 
If this is so, everyone sceking to become a solicitor should be . 
obliged, before he enters into to undergo some educational 


test. Most of us will admit that a man who is unable 
Preliminary Examination would be unfit to become a solicitor. Why 
should er A we es aarp ay who, er Ph npten. Sere 2 
good education, never could have passed the pre’ or 
aD similar examinetion—be alowed to svold this most 


sdueationnl test? Surely these are the cases where it is 
obvious that the test be 
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CASES OF THE WEEK, 


PIOKER ». LONDON AND COUNTY BANKING 00. (LIM.)—O. A, 
No. 1, 7th March. 
Necorraste Insrruments—Bonps or Forsren Sars. 
In July, 1883, Za! opened an account with the detendant 


which he subsequently overdrew. As security for 
Tena with the ded ts certain Prussian bonds. 


: 
| 


bankrupt and and on it was found that the bonds had 
bankrupt 004 aero plztatit in the eemaue of 1908, As the tase af the 
had not been taken, 


theft, however, the to the bonds 
Sante mataed fa the plamamirs peaaaicion. te oh 
for the recovery of the bonds, it was 
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bonds, the were io but it was also in 
evidence that they were not in fact, on either the Prussian or 
English Stock without the coupons. A. L. Smith, J., held 
inasmuch as by the custom of the Stock such 
without the coupons did not very, they were nego- 


caTING Drinks. By CuHRIsTOPHER Pace Deganz, Solicitor. | tiable 


William Clowes & Sons (Limited). 


Mr. Deane’s plan is “ first to marshal in sections all the units of 
legislation and of case law ” re the subject-of licensing ‘‘ which are 
susceptible of grouping, and to explain their effect,” and, 
after doing this, to leave “‘all the forty surviving Acts, or pieces of 
Acts, to speak for themselves, with the aid of such few footnotes as 
may be useful.’ The first part of the book, which constitutes the 
treatise, is very carefully written, though there is here and there, 
perhaps, too much popularity of style, as where we read of a “ luck- 
ess applicant,” — the — wm sar hig petal scanty. 
Deane, however, has frequently given sensible opi upon poin 
untouched by cases, and such case law as there is has been carefully 
collected (with references to all the current reports) and accurately 
stated. © appendix contains a collection of statutes, with fooinotes, 
but the absence of cross references here also renders the book less 
useful than MN — Bg te — been, ay Ss 
tea e difficult subject licensing time. 

ere is & Sood table of * ofiepan and inal ies,” The index is too 
short, but, considering its brevity, very good. 


EMDEN’S ANNUAL DIGEST. 
Tue ComPLETE ANNUAL DIGEST OF EVERY REPORTED CASE IN ALL 





and Fay, 
L.JJ.) now upheld this said that, even assuming that these 
a) oe se ech, ia tac fallect pete conan nts tn Oe 
way made them ni here. In order to make an instrument 

in this country it was necessary that it should either be 

made negotiable by or a custom must be proved by which it was 
always treated as a inven, aie & hee Mees 
had fulfilled, the mere fact that it was a negotiable 
a Moar ag ie eng 
the Ww ep » A 
Q.0., and Hortert R , Wilkinson, § Raikes ; Goldberg 
$ Langdon. 


HULL, BARNSLEY, AND WEST RIDING RAILWAY 00. o. YORK- 
SHIRE AND DERBYSHIRE COAL 00.—C. A. No. 1, 2nd and 4th 


Oararers—Unpvur Prererenct—AGReEMENT FOR THROVGH TRAFFIC. 
and 
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: Wag lances reer tion Act, 1845, for the carriage of through traffic upon 
basis. : tiffs, under that ent, received less for the 
carriage of coals Es ull from a station adjoining the defendants’ colliery, 
and in connection also with the Midland Railway system, than they 
demanded from the defendants for carriage from their colliery to Hull. 
Tus Covet (Lord Esurn, M.R., Bowen and Fry, L.JJ.) held that, by 
the words of the statute, agreements for through traffic come to by railway 
under sections 87 and 88 of the Railway Clauses Act of 1845 
‘were excluded from the provisions as to undue preference contained in 
section 90.—Counszt, Charles, Q C., Barker, and Gould ; Forbes, Q.O., and 
Sutton. Soxtcrrors, Geare, Son, § Pease, for Wake $ Sons, Sheffield; A..R. 
Oldman, for Lowe, Moss, § Co., Kingston-upon-Hull. 


GORING v. LLOYD—C. A. No. 2, 9th March. 
Esrorrzi—Res Jupicata—Jupement py Consent in Former Action. 


The question in this case was whether the appellant was, by reason of 
aj t, to which he had consented, dismissing a former action 
brought by him to set aside a settlement of certain estates executed in 
February, 1850, estopped from bringing an action of ejectment to recover 
those estates. The appeal was against the refusal by Kay, J., of a motion 
by Sir Craven Goring that, notwithstanding an order made in this action 
Pipa a receiver of the rents and profits of the estates comprised in 

e settlement, he might be at liberty to continue an action of ejectment 
in the Queen’s Bench Division which he had commenced to recover the 
estates. The estates were in 1823 limited in strict settlement to Sir C. F. 

for life, with remainder to his son H. D. Goring for life, with re- 
mainder to his first and other sons successively in tail male, with remainder 
to the Rev. Charles Goring (another son of Sir C. F. Goring) for life, with 
remainder to his first and other sons successively in tail male, with divers 
over. Sir C. F. Goring died in 1844, and was succeeded in 
the baronetcy by his son H. D. Goring. Sir H. D. Goring had one son, 
Charles rooney and on February 1, 1850, on the occasion of his marriage, 
they executed a disentailing deed, and on February 9 a resettlement, 
ow the estates were limited to Sir H. D. Goring and his son Charles 
su wely for life, with remainder to the first and other sons of Charles 
successi in tail male, with remainder to the daughters of Sir H. D. 
cones his son Charles equally in tail, with cross remainders between 
them im tail. Sir H. D. Goring died in 1859, and his son Charles then 
became Sir Charles Goring He died on November 3, 1884, without issue, 
and was succeeded in the title by Sir Craven Goring, the eldest son of the 
Rev. Charles Goring, who had died in August, 1859. On November 7, 
1884, one of the five daughters of Sir H. D. Goring, three of them being 
_ second wife, brought an action against her four sisters for the execu- 
of the provisions of the settlement of 1850, and on November 10, 
1884, an order was made appointing a receiver. In February, 1885, Sir 
Craven Goring, who, by the resettlement in 1850, had lost the right, given 
to him by the settlement of 1828, of succession to the estates, brought an 
action (Goring v. Goring) against his cousins, the daughters of Sir H. D. 
Going, and their trustees, to set aside the settlement of 1850, on the 
ground that Sir H. D. Goring was at the time of its execution in a feeble 
condition of mind, and that he and his son were induced to execute the 
deed through the undue influence of Sir H. D. Goring’s second wife, 
whom he married in 1842. On January 30, 1886, an order was 
madé in this action by consent, on a motion treated as the trial 
of the action, dismissing the action without costs. In December, 1886, 
Sir Craven commenced the action of ejectment against the persons 
interested in the estates under the resettlement of 1850 and the tenants 
of the catates. That action was brought in ignorance of the fact that a 
receiver had been appointed in Goring v. Lioyd. Afterwards Sir Craven 
Charles Goring moved in the latter action for leave to continue the eject- 
ment action. Kay, J., refused the motion, upon the ground that the 
issues raised by the action of ejectment were identical with those raised 
Bae vy. Goring. After the hearing by Kay, J., Sir Craven Goring 
an affidavit, in which he said that the fraud on which he relied in the 
ejectment action was that the provisions in the resettlement of 1850, by 
which the estates were limited to the sisters and half-sisters of Sir Charles 
were introduced into that deed by a fraud practised on him by 
the since dead) who prepared it, in concert with the second wife 
‘also since ) of Sir H. D. Goring, Sir Charles having been induced 
the solicitor to execute the deed in the belief that fe was thereby 
the estates to accompany the baronetcy. In support of the 
it was urged that Goring v. Goring was not founded on fraud, and 
if it was, the fraud alleged in the ejectment was not the same. In 
Goring v. Goring the fraud alleged was one practised on Sir H. D. Goring 
his second wife ; in the ejectment the fraud alleged was practised by 

e solicitor upon Sir Charles Goring. 
Tux Covur or Arrzat (Corron, Linpizy, and Lopzs, L.JJ.) affirmed 
. Corron, L.J., said that Goring v. Goring was brought on the 
f that there had been no valid resettlement of the estates by the 
1850, and that that deed ought to be set aside wholly or in J 
the ejectment action was to set aside the settlement of 1850, 
get tid of some of its limitations. It was said that Goring v. Goring 
not founded upon fraud. No doubt the word “‘ fraud’? was not used 
the pleadings, but the case made was essentially one of fraud—that 
Goring had induced her weak husband to execute the deed without 
what it contained, and that Sir Charles, the tenant in tail, also 
it without knowing what it contained—i.c., not knowing that in 
it would carry the estates in a different way from the title. 
action sought to set aside the deed as having been executed in such 


a Feat Soush a flee of non est factum could not be pleaded as to 
Y ; for life or the tenant in tail, there were equitable 
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for setting it aside either wholly or in part. What did the appel- 








lant intend to rely on now? He said that the limitations of which he com- 
eo were introduced into the deed bye fraud on Sir Charles 

ring by the solicitor, in concert with Sir H. D. s second wife, Sir 
Charles having been induced to execute the deed in the belief that he 
thereby settling the estdtes to accompany the baronetcy. But for the 
omission of any limitations in his favour in the resettlement and the 
insertion of other limitations, the appellant would have got the estates 
with the title. In his lordship’s opinion, the case made was not against 
the solicitor as principal, but it was that Lady Goring by his means 
induced Sir Charles to execute the settlement. The allegations in the 
statement of claim in Goring v. Goring came to this—that Lady Goring, by 
fraud, and with the assistance of the solicitor, induced Sir Charles to exe- 
cute the resettlement in ignorance of its effect. That was really the 
same thing as that which was alle now. Any evidence in support of 
the present allegation would have been admissible in support of the claim 

ein Goring.v. Goring. There was no allegation nst the solicitor 

asa principal. If the question was one of estoppel or res judieata it would 
be wrong to allow the appellant now to institute any fresh proceeding to 
set aside the settlement of 1850. The rule by Lord Oairns in 
The Phosphate Sewage Co. v. Molleson (4 App. Cas. 801), applied—viz., that 
an unsuccessful could not be allowed to reopen the litigation by 
merely saying that since the former tion there was another fact 

ing exactly in the same direction with the facts stated before, and 
eading up to the same relief which he had asked before. The only way 
in which that could be admitted would be if the litigunt could shew that 
the new fact entirely changed the aspect of the case, and that it had not 
and could not by reasonable diligence have been ascertained by him 
before. But the present case did not rest there. The appellant had in 
the former action every opportunity of investigating the matter, and he 
then submitted not to prosecute his action, if the defendants would 
relieve him from the payment of costs, and by consent a judgment was 
taken as at the trial of the action. In his lordship’s opinion a 
consent order stood on the same footing as a release. f, after 
executing a release, a rson ered matters which were 
entirely unknown to him ore, he might be able to set up a 
fresh claim. But the appellant did not say that he had discovered an 
new fact since he consented to the “or and it might well be that 
the facts were known to him then. He ought to satisfy the court, not 
only that he did not know the facts then, but that he could not by the use 
of reasonable diligence have discovered them. Linpizy, L.J., said that 
the effect of the consent judgment was that the appellant consented to 
treat the deed of 1850 as unimpeachable. His case for upsetting that 
deed was now precisely the samé as it was then, with a slight variation, 
and there was no ground for allowing him to reopen the matter. To do so 
would be contrary to all principle and to good faith. Lopzs, L.J., said 
that in both the proceedings it was alleged that a fraud was committed b 
the same persons, en the same persons, for the same purpose, and wi 
the same result. The only difference was that the solicitor was now more 

intedly indicated than in the former action, but this was only a fresh 
ngredient tending to Bi the same fraud which was alleged in the 
former action. His lo: ip was satisfied to rest his judgment on the 
question of estoppel, without expressing an opinion on any other point,— 
Counsz., Sir FE. Clarke, 8.G., Cookson, Q.0., Dr. Tristram, and 8. Hall ; 
Sir H. Davey, Q.0., Horton Smith, Q.C., and Ingle Joyce. Sowscrrors, 
Brooks, Jenkins, § Co. ; Gregory, Rowcliffes, § Co. 


Re GREY, AOCASON v. GREENWOOD—C. A. No. 2, 8th March. 
Witit—Oonstruction—Marriep Woman—Restratnt oN ANTICIPATION. 


This was an appeal from the decision of North, J. (ante, p. 28, 34 Ch. 
D. 85). The question was as to the construction of an appointment by 
will to a married woman, which purported to be subject to a restraint 
on anticipation. The testator had, under a settlement, a power to 
appoint by will certain funds among his children. He had four children. 
By his will he, in exercise of the power, directed that £1,500, part of the 
funds, should be paid to his daugher F. absolutely, for her sole and 
separate use, and without power of anticipation — any coverture. 
And he directed that £500, further part of the fund, should be paid to 
his daughter S., the wife of M., absolutely. And he directed that all and 
every the residue of the funds should go and be held upon the following 
trusts—viz., as to one-fourth share f upon trust for his daughter 
F. absolutely, for her sole and separate use, and without power of antici- 
orp during any coverture. daughter F. afterwards married G. 

he question was whether she was entitled to have the capital of the 
one-fourth share of the residue, which was appointed in her favour by 
the will, paid to her on her separate receipt. It was urged that the 
words ‘‘ without power of anticipation ’’ were repugnant to the trust for 
F. ‘‘absolutely.”” North, J., was of opinion that there was no such re- 
pugnancy, the direction being that the one-fourth share was to be held dn 
trust for the daughter, which, he said, meant that the trustees were to 
retain the share d the time she was under coverture, and only pay 
the income to her as it accrued due for her separate use. 

Tue Court or Aprgat (Corron, Linpiey, and Lorzs, L.JJ.) affirmed the 
decision. They said that the question was one of intention, and that the 
testator had indicated an intention that only the income was to be paid 
to F. during coverture. She would be able to dispose of the capital b 
will.—Counset, Sladen ; Vaughan Hawkins; Bramley. Souxtcrrons, 8. rf 
Langham ; Wright $ Pilley. 


FENNESSY v. RABBITS & SONS—Kay, J., 4th March. 


Pracrice—Ricut to Trt sy Jvurx—Drmcrerion or Covrt—R. §. C., 
1883, XXXVL., 4, 6. 


This case raised a question as to the right of a plaintiff, who has 
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“992). ‘This was objected to by the plaintiff on the. 














brought the action in the Chancery Division, to 
Quete's Beach Divison 





to resttain the gry eye their servants from selling 

atticles, not made by the tiff, as if they were e plaintiff's make, he were to allow the defendant to rely on yo ag + Ar pre 
or holding out to the public that articles eS ee ae complain of ha been for that in of 
article as ‘“‘Brown’s Satin Polish,’ of which the plaintiff was manu- | the defendant, filed before date of the statement of Oe 
facturer, and claimed an account of profits or at the option of | tion . Now case of Finnegan ¥. James (23 W. R. 373, 


the plaintiff. The defendants submitted to a perpetual ee en eed 
and paid into court £100 by way of satisfaction of the 
ordamages. The plaintiff did not consider this sum sufficient, and he now 
moved for an order that the action should be tried by a jury, and that it 
might, for that putpose, be transferred to the Queen’s Bench Division. 
His couhsel waived at the bar the claim for an account. In opposition to 
the motion it was contended that the case did not come under ord. 36, r, 
6, so as to give the plaintiff an absolute right to a trial by & jury, but that 
the court had a discretion, and that, under the circumstances 
the motion ought to be refused. Rule 6 began with the words, 
other cause or matter,’’ and in the case of 
P. D. 6) those words had been held to exclude 
6 the causes or matters referred to in rules 4 and 5. 
damages, which was all that remained to be tried in the present action, 
came within rule 4, for it was a question or issue of fact . arising 
in a cause or matter which, previously to the passing of 
Act could, without any consent of the parties, have 
jury. That the present action could, tebe a 
ave been so tried, was shewn by the cases of West v. ‘ 
342, 4 Ch. D. 631) and Bordier v. Burrell (25 W. BR. 801, 5 Oh. D. 512). 
The damages could be easily assessed in the chambers of the Chancery 
Division. 


the court had a discretion, the case being within rule 4, but he could not 
assent to that. The rule was merely a repetition 


Re COUNTESS OF DUDLEY’S AND LONDON AND NORTH- 
WESTERN RAILWAY 00.’8 CONTRACT—Ohitty, J., 9th March. 
Serruep Lanp Acr, 1882, s, 2, sun-secrion 8; s. 38; s. 45; s. 60— 
Invant Tawant ror Lire—“ Tavernes or tax Serriement.” 

In this case, being a summons under the Vendor and Purchaser Act, 


E 
: 

: 
i 
af 
ff 
a 

F 


Rules of 1875, under which it was decided, in the i under section 45, and the Amendment 8.5. It ap 
v. Chambers (30 W. R. 527, 20 Ch. D. 365), that, in a cause not specially | the present Earl of Dudley, who was an infant, was in tail 
assigned to the Chancery Division, « party has the right, without giving of certain settled estates, and that, under the settlement, 
any reason, to have his case tried before a jury. It was said that the | the events which were no trustees with power of sale. 
case of The Temple Bar decided otherwise. But that was an action in rem, | An order had been section 60, appointing the guardians 
and no doubt was within rule 4, as a case which it had been the prac- | of the infant to a S his behalf, the of a for life 
tice of the Admiralty Court, without the consent of the parties, to try | under the Settled Land Acts, 1882-84, in to a sale of part of the 
without a jury. It was now sought. by means of that decision, to bora settled land to the London and North-Western Railway Co, at a price 
within rule 4 any case in which there was an issue of fact or law w specified in the order, and giving the guardians liberty to receive, in the 
could, without the consent of the parties, have been tried before the | first instance, the purchase- ; and the order proceeded to give the 
Judicature Act without a jury. That would give the court a discretion in Leong | generally pry Ae for the infant under the Act, subject 
every imaginable case. His lordship did not so read rule 4. He read it, the sanction of the j It was admitted by the —— that the 
as he believed it had always been read, as applying to a case where there | order was wrong in not the purchase-money to be into 
was an issue separately ordered to be tried e action, in which case the | court ; aud it was also submitted a sale could not be made 
court had power to direct how that issue should be tried. Therefore, as | under the order unless trustees under section 38 were also ; 
at present advised, he did not think that this was a casein which the| Ourrry, J., said that, in ordinafy cases under the Act, the giving of 
court had a discretion. But if it had, he was eq of opinion, on the | notice to the trustees of the settlement was a condition precedent to the 
facte, that as it was a question of d only, a gy Fh oy exercise of powers undet thé Act. That was s6 in the cases of the exercise 
tribunal for deciding it, and he acco y_ ordered action to be | of powers by a married woman tenant for life (section 61) or committee 
transferred to the Queen’s Bench Division.—Counsri, Moulton, Q.0., and | of a lunatic tenant for life (section 62). It was to be observed that section 
Roger Wallace; Solomon (Murphy, Q.0., with him). Soxicrrons, Burn ¢ | 60, which dealt with the case of an tenant for life, was 
Berridge; Turner $ Low. in the same division of the Act (xi¥.) as sections 61 and 62, Te- 
spectively with married women and lunatic tenants for life. Section 60 
HAYWARD v. LELY—Kay, J., 8th March. vided that in the case of a tenant for life an pars he nt = 
CoryraientTPractice—InPrincsment—Notics sy Dsrenpant or Onsko- were Athy such mech in Ne temn ae the ona, en 4 
tion TO Recisrration—5 & 6 Vior. o. 45, 8. 16. app’ ew Hy Bw ves Ra or next friend, either generally fn 
In this case, which was an action to restrain the ent of -la@ ordered. In his the words 60, 
right Se si Mineteaten, catalogue Sigiohts Seine on the 1 “trustees of the settlement,” must be to be than those con- 
of October, 1855, the question was raised as to what notice by the | tained in the definition section 2, sub-section 8, or, in words, 
defendant of objections to the registration is sufficient, under 16 | that they included “‘ trustees for the of the Act” in s66- 
of 5 & 6 Vict. c. 45, to enable him to rely thereon at the trial. The writ | tion 38. The result was that it was not necessary in the present case that any 
was issued on the 28th of April, 1886, and on the 14th of May the | trustees should be under section 38, and, having to 
plaintiff moved for and obtained an interlocutory injunction. On this | terms of the order a sale as to the pi of 
motion the defendant filed an affidavit in which he stated that, when pre- | the settled it was that any notice should be given: 
paring the manuscript copies of the catalogue com of Indeed, he thought that thers Wan 


printers, he bad before him an illustrated catalégue of the 
published in 1880, and another published in and he 
catalogue was an imitation of that of the registered in 1 
admitted that some of his illustrations and were similar to 
those contained in the catal of 1880 and 1882. The statement of 
claim, delivered on the 20th of May, -alleged that the defendant had in- 
fringed the plaintiff's copyright in the tiffs illustrated 

an entry of which was made in the aly aod yp 
Oo. on the 13th of October, 1885. The defence, on the 29th of 
May, alleged (1) that the plaintiff was not the author of the illustrated 
catalogue referred to in the claim; and (2) that the defendant had not 


en ee en At the of the action, after the 
plaintiff had proved the registration of i pera 
: t in 1888, and te 


Ea 


2 
2 


to shew cross 
ca' ue earlier in date to that 
to the registration bad (Thomas v. Turner, 35 W. RB; 177, 33 


defendant had given no notice of this objection under 5 & 6 Viet. c, 45 
8. 16, which requires that, in any action ee a 
ment of ht, the defendant, on pleading ¢ shall give 
plaintiff notice in writing of any ee ne te ae ee 
and provides that otherwise the defendant shall not be 

trial to give evidence to support his objection. The plaintiff had, since 


the commencement of the action, dilly registered the earlier edition of 


his catalogue, 









, 
| 


oy Bove 
trustees was required.—Oounsat, A. Underhill; Romer, Q.0.; Willis 
Bund. Soxscrrors, 0. H. Mason; Benbow, Saltivell, § Tryon. 


Re PAYNE, REA vo. ASHMEAD—North, J., 24th February. 
Wut—Consravuction—Errrot or Rasiovany Girr—OCopicr.—Revocarion 
Grrr Vow for Unczrrarinry. 


A testatrix, by her after making 
the pale of wotne lesachold set datas "At 
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having sold L. House, she wished to make the following alterations in 
her . She then made a fresh list of legacies, the total of which 
amounted to £1,969, and she added, ‘‘Should there be any residue it is to 
be divided as my executors think best.”” The testatrix had no real estate 
besides L. It was admitted that the gift of residue in the codicil was void 
for uncertainty; but the question was whether it had the effect of 
revoking the gift of residue in the will. And there was the further ques- 
tion whether the gift of residue contained in the will operated to pass the 
real estate. N. appeared and disclaimed any interest under the agree- 
ment. 

Norrn, J., held that the residuary gift in the will was not revoked by 
the codicil, and that it did not include the real estate.—OCounset, Willis. 
Bund ; B. B. Rogers ; Ingle Joyce; W. G. Fellowes. Soxtcrrors, Rye, Hyre, 
$ Willoughby ; Hare § Co. . 


Re GARDINER, JONES v. GARDINER—North, J., 3rd March. 


R. 8. C., 1883, XVI., 32; LV., 5, B.—Cxasstrrcation Onper—AscER- 
TAINBD Mempers or Cxiass—Onicrnatinc Summons—Drrecrions FoR 
Service. 


This was an originating summons raisiag the question whether, on the 
true construction of a will, a class of persons beneficially interested took 
per stirpes or per capita. The members of the class were ascertained. The 
plaintiff was one of the class whose interest it was to support the 
stirpital construction. The defendants were the executors of the will, one 
of them being also a member of the class interested in supporting the 
uther construction. The summons had not been served on anyone else, 
and the a arose whether all the parties interested were sufficiently 


resented. 
ia. J., said that, all the persons interested being ascertained, he 
could not, under rule 32 of order 16, appoint the persons who were 
before the court to represent the two divisions of the class. In such @ 
case the proper course was to serve the summons on the executors only 
in the first instance, and then to apply in chambers to ascertain who the 
persons interested were, and for directions who should be served. 

In the t case the difficulty was removed by the counsel who 
— for the plaintiff, and the defendants being instructed on behalf 
of the other persons interested.—Ouunsxt, Everitt, Q.0., and <Arckoll ; 
pve Q.0., and H. B. Howard. Sourtcrrors, Arckoll § Ccckell ; Rivington 
§ Sons. 


MALLET v. HANLY—Q. B. Div., 4th March. 


Parurament — Vexatiovs Orposrrion to Br — Summary Procepure To 
ENFORCE Payment or Costs—LEAvE To put 1x Derence. 


The plaintiff was the promoter of a Bill in Parliament to authorize the 
abandonment of certain tramways. A petition against the Bill.was pre- 
sented by the Skegness and St. Leonards’ Tramway Co. The defendants 
were two directors of that company. The Committee of the House of 
Commons, before whom the Bill came, reported, under section 2 of the 
Private Bill Costs Act (28 Vict. o. 27), that the promoter had been 
vezatiously subjected to expense in the promotion of the Bill by the 
opposition of the defendants, petitioners against the Bill, and that he 
was entitled to recover costs from them. The taxing officer of the House 
een the costs and given his certificate under section 3, the 
plaintiff issued the writ in this action under section 5, which allows such 
a@ plaintiff to sign judgment summarily. The defendants appeared to the 
writ and delivered a defence, in which they denied that the Committee 
had jurisdiction to order them to pay the costs. Application was made 
on behalf of the plaintiff to the gpa’ officer of the court to sign judg- 
ment for the amount claimed. He refused, but ultimately the Oourt of 
Appeal allowed the plaintiff to sign judgment, stating, however, that it 
would still be open to the defendants to move to set aside the judgment 
ante, p. 141, 35 W. R. 201, 18 Q. B. D. 303). The defendants accord- 

gly applied at chambers to set aside the judgment and for leave to put 
ina ce. Huddleston, B., referred the matter to the court. 

Tus Court refused the application. Lord Conenrpes, C.J., said it was 
admitted and it had been found by the Court of Appeal that up to the 
application to sign judgment everything had been done by the 

tiff with regularity. The defendants, on the other hand, had not 


that they might have acted in opposition to the action. The Court of 
-, while allowing the plaintiff to sign judgment, further said that 
defendants adopted the course of making an application to the 
High Court and succeeded in disclosing some case which shewed that 
there had been an excess of jurisdiction on the part of the Committee, 
then they might be allowed to set aside the judgment and raise that 
defence by plea. If the Court of Ap had meant that the defendants 
had shewn such a case here, then, w er his lordship’s own opinion 
— be, he should have deferred to their judgment and allowed the 
dants to raise this plea. But he did not so understand their judg- 
ment. They meant that leave must be obtained of this court to enab! 
the defendant to take that course, and that, before this court gave such 
leave, it must be eatisfied that there were grounds for coming to the con- 
clusion that the Committee had acted without jurisdiction. Now the Com- 
mittee had found that the persons who really opposed the promoters of 
this Bill were these two gentlemen. That matter was fully within the 
jurisdiction of the Committee to determine, Oounsel who appeared to 
j + poet the Bill said he appeared for these two gentlemen. no doubt 
substantial petitioners were the against whom the Committee 
made this order. The judgment sought to be set aside was a judgment 
signed under the provisions of a stringent Act of Parliament, 
Parliamentary Committees to fix such s as they 
petitioners vexatiously opposing any private Bill with the 


a 


te: 








to say that the Committee seemed to 
ave proceeded in accordance with good sense to fix ms who were 
substantial petitioners with these costs. At rate, order had been 
made within their jurisdiction, and this app on must be refused. 
Marnew, J., concurred.—OounseL, Bigham, Q.0, and 7. W. Chitty; 
H. D. Greene, Q.C., and H. Kisch. Soxacrrors, Torr ¢ Co. ; W. Whitfield. 


a ep of costs. It was eno 


SHAW v. GERVAN—Q. B. Div., 1st and 3rd March. 


Contrract—Not PerrorMaBLE wiTHIN A Ygar—Srature or Fravps— 
QUANTUM MERUIT. ° 


The question in this case was whether the plaintiff was entitled to 
recover for services rendered by him to the defendant upon the terms of 
an alleged contract, which had not been reduced to writing, and by which 
the plaintiff had agreed to act as the defendant’s traveller for a term of 
three years, in return for certain remuneration to be paid at the end of 
the term. The plaintiff, in fact, did serve the defendant as his traveller 
for the three years. Ths judgment of the Covrr (Day and Wits, JJ.) 
was delivered by 

Wits, J., who said that, although the contract was not in writing, 
and, therefore, could not be sued upon by reason of the 4th section of 
the Statute of Frauds, it had been held in Britain v. Rossiter (27 W. R. 
482) that a contract within that section was not rendered absolutely void, 
but still existed so as, in certain cases, to prevent any implication of 
another contract. But there had always existed a distinction between 
cases in which the action was for damages and those in which the action 
was for work done, money expended, or services rendered. In the latter 


class of cases, though the work had been done or the money expended 
under circumstances which shewed that the es had with 
reference to a definite agreement, the fact that such an agreement 


existei which could not be sued upon had not been allowed to prevent 
the ordinary implication that the work had been done or the services 
rendered by the plaintiff on the terms of receiving reasonable remunera- 
tion. The present was a case of*this latter class, and the plaintiff was 
here entitled to succeed —Counszt, Willis, Q.O0., and Tindal Atkinson ; 
Bigham, Q.C., and @. BE. Jones. Soxtcrrors, Maccolla ; Brandon ¢ Bucknell, 
for Jones § Son, Colchester. 


PENNY v. HANSON—Q. B. Div., 25th February, 
Vacrancy Act—ProrgssinG TO TELL Fortrunzs. 


In this case the appellant had been convicted before one of the Metro- 
politan police magistrates for unlawfully ‘‘ pares and pretending to 
tell fortunes to deceive and impose on one T. K. and others of her Majesty’s 
subjects,” under the provisions of section 4 of 5 Geo. 4, c. 83. The 
evidence before the magistrate was that the appellant hed inserted 
advertisements in various newspapers to the following effect :—‘‘ Wanted, 
everyone to have their nativities cast. Yearly advice given and astrological 
questions answered. For terms send stamps, &c.”” A detective applied 
for terms and received a circular from the appellant, which stated 
his views on astrolo; as a science and continued:—‘‘By the 
position of the planets in the nativity and their aspects to each other we 
are able to give the general description of the person, the diseases liable 
to, health, mental abilities and disposition, the occupation most suitable, 
marriage, &c. Interviews are unnecessary. All that is required is the 
time of birth as near as possible.’”’ Then followed a scale of charges. It 
was contended on the part of the appellant that there was no evidence of 
@ profession or pretence to tell the fortunes of T. K., as nothing was 
told to him as being his fortune; that there was no evidence that the 
appellant did not believe the science he professed to apply and 
therefore no intention to deceive; that he did not pretend to any 


mysterious power, but only to apply certain rules known to persons who 
had studied astrology. 
Tue Covrr (consisting of Denman snp Maruew, JJ.), without 


deciding whether the san telling of fortunes is an offence, held that the 
conviction was right, and that there was ample evidence that the appellant 
had professed to tell fortunes within the meaning of the Act.—Oovnsz1, 
Murphy, Q.0., and Wormald ; Poland. Soxicrrors, W. Webb $ Templeton ; 
Solicitor to the Treasury. 


REG. v. MAYOR OF LIVERPOOL—Q. B. Div., 2ud and 3rd March. 
Passacz Counr—Ruites—Faivotovs anp Vxxatious Action—Powsr 10 
Sray Procespincs on Terms. 

In this case a question arose as to the power of the assessor of the 
nee Court of Li l to make the following rule:—‘‘ Whereas it is 
desirable that in the fo! g cases security for costs should be required 
to be given—namely, (1) In the case of frivolous and vexatious actions, 
. + » Ido order that the registrar shall be at liberty in every such 
case, upon the application of the defendant upon cause duly sworn to his 
satisfaction, to make an order that security for the costs of the defendant 
ae nee een ero Se Seen te Sedeed ty, Se - 
trar, shall ven e or g such action, 
and an; py emmy . Poenall be eabjet bo omeh Ghee as to stay of 

or otherwise as by the said registrar shall be deemed fit.”’ 

Tuz Covrr (Day and Writs, JJ.) held that the rule was bad ; that the 


term ‘‘ frivolous and vexatious actions” being an expression well known 
to mean actions which ought never to have been brought at all, it was an 
abuse of language to say that arule such actions to be brought 


arg gen to find security for costs was a rule of p 

wh ich the emaments. power to make.—Counsgt, Mansfeld ; Chitty ; 

Synnott. Soxicrrors, Nicholson ¢ Graham, for Donnison, Liverpool; J. J. 

‘< J. om. for Latour ¢ Johnson, Liverpool; Venn ¢ Oo., for Atkinson, 
verpoo. 

















i ag si 


i 


SPO eu wusauBuURaas Bwenueuneternes uo... 


















“= MR Sd il 


tro- 
z to 
ty’s 
The 
rted 
ted, 
ical 
lied 
ated 
the 
we 
able 
ble, 
the 

It 
e of 
was 
the 
and 
any 
who 


10ut 

the 
lant 
‘SEL, 
ston ; 


arch. 
R TO 


f the 
3 it is 
uired 
ions, 
such 
o his 
dant 
‘egis- 
‘tion, 
uy of 
’ 


it the 
nown 
as an 
ought 
actice 
hitty ; 
Id. 


inson, 








Mar. 12,. 1887; 


THE. SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL 








CASES AFFECTING SOLICITORS. 
OSBORNE ». MILMAN—C. A. No. 1, 5th March. 


Patson—“‘ Onturnat Patsowzn ’’—Unquatirrgep Person PRACTISING AS 
4 Soticrror—Oommrrrat To Parson—Soxtcrrors Act, 1843 (6 & 7 Vicr. 
c. 73), ss. 2, 32—Prisons Act, 1865 (28 & 29 Vror. o. 126), s. 4. 


This was an action against the Governor of Holloway Gaol for 
and false imprisonment. The plaintiff had been committed to H 
Gaol for six months under a warrant issued in pursuance of an of 
the Queen's Bench Division, made under section 32 of 6 & 7 Vict. c. 73, 
for having acted or practised as a solicitor without being qualified. 
The plaintiff was p on the criminal side of the prison treated 
a criminal prisoner not sentenced to hard labour. He contended that 
ought to have been treated as a first-class misdemeanant. The sum 
£50 was agreed upon as the amount of damages in case the defendant 
liable. Section 2 of 6 & 7 Vict. c. 73 enacts that no person shall act 
2 solicitor without being duly qualified ; and section 32 provides that, if an 
solicitor shall knowingly act as agent for any person not duly q ’ 
or permit his name to be used by such person, any of eae 
may, upon complaint made in a summary way, strike the solicitor off 
roll, and may commit such unqualified person to prison for any term 
exceeding one year. By section 4 of the Prisons Act, 1865, ‘‘ criminal 
prisoner ’’ means any prisoner charged with, or convicted of, a crime, 
and section 67 enacts that a first-class misdemeanant shall not be deemed 
to be a criminal prisoner. Denman, J., held that the plaintiff wes not ‘‘a 
person convicted of a crime”’ within section 4 of the Prisons Act, 1865, 
and gave judgment for him. 


Tux Court or Appz reversed this judgment. Lord Esuzr, M.R., said 
that the defendant had only to obey the warrant of commitment, and that 
was a sufficientauthority to him. The warrant recited an order of committal 
under section 32 of 6 & 7 Vict. c. 73, for having acted or practised as a 
solicitor without being duly qualified. Was that offence a crime? Section 
2 expressly prohibited it, and therefore made it a misdemeanour : Rin a 
Buchanan (8 Q. B. 883). The offence therefore was a crime. His ip 
also thought that section 32 of itself made ita crime. That being so, the 
person dealt with under the last part of section 32 was ‘‘ convicted of a 
crime.” The plaintiff was not committed simply for a contempt of court 
within section 26 of the Solicitors Act, 1860, when, by section 41 of the 
Prisons Act, 1877, he would be treated asa first-class misdemeanant. 
Further, the plaintiff did not come within the words in section 41, “im- 
prisoned under any rule, order, or attachment for contempt of -court,’’ as 
those words were all qualified by and referred to the words ‘‘ contempt of 
any court.”” The defendant was accordingly entitled to judgment.— 
Counsrzt, Crump, Q.C., Wildey Wright, and H. C. Richards ; Sir R. E. Webster, 
A.G., R. 8. Wright, and Danckwerts. So.tcrrors, J. Perry Godfrey; Hare 
$§ Co., for Solicitor to the Treasury. 
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SOLICITORS STRUCK OFF THE ROLLS. 


Ist March—Tuomas Reprern. 
8th March —Hewnry Ricuarp Cospen Danson ede ee 
9th March—Grorce OC. Wapz (Burnham, Somersets i 





ELECTION LAW. 
ARCH v. BENTINCK—Q. B. Div., 8th March. 
Exzection Law—OCorrurt Practrices—Onanes or VENvusE. 


In this case the question arose as to what are ‘‘ special circumstances ”’ 
which will induce the court to order the trial of an election tion to 
take place elsewhere than in the yy o> or county in which the election 
has been held. Both ies agreed in desiring that the trial of a petition 
in respect to an ill practice alleged to have been committed by the 
sitting member for the North-Western Division of Norfolk take 
place in London. The only charge was that Lord H. Bentinck, the sitting 
member, had sent a sum of £3 to an elector in a letter after the election 
for services rendered during the election. It was stated that 
be no witnesses on the part of the petitioner, for Lord H. Bentinck did 
not dispute the letter, and probably Lord H. Bentinck would be the only 
witness on the other side, and he was in London. It would therefore be 
much more convenient and economical that the case should be heard in 
London. 


Taz OCovrr (Dax and Wu1s, JJ.) held that there were special circum 
stances which rendered it desirable, under section 11, sub-section 11, of 
the Election Petitions Act, 1868, that the petition should be heard in 
London.—Counsg, Jewne; R. 8. Wright. Lictrors, Baileys, Shaw, ¢ 
Gilbert ; Wilkins, Blythe, § Co., for Emery, Fakenham. 





The Law of Evidence Amendment Bill and the Solicitors (Ireland) Bill 
were read a third time in the House of Lords on the 4th inst. 


The Pali Mall Gazette says that some amusement was recently caused by 
s oatent malo ty Mr. Suulie Seve a bee Frew uted 

uestion was arguing a case about the possession of agricultural implemen 
a furpiture, oi Shae he had finished the first ny of his argument, 
during which the judge frequently rebvked him irrelevancy, he re- 
ened, ‘* And now, my lord, I will address myself to the furniture.’’ 
Mr. Justice Chitty: ‘‘ You have been doing that fora long time, sir!’’ 


THE SHEFFIELD DISTRICT INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


The twelfth annual general meeting of the society was held on the 24th 

othe ne ue paeet the meeting, and the report, as printed, having 
e no conv as 

been taken as read, it was resolved :— 

1. That The sepees pene a committee be received, confined, 
and adopted. 

2. That the accounts of Mr. Broomhead (the treasurer) for the past year 
be approved and passed, and that the thanks of the society be given’ to 


him for his services. 

3. That the cordial thanks of the society be given to Mr. John William 
Pye-Smith (the President) for the ability which he has filled the 

ice, and consideration he has given to his duties during the past 
year. 

4. 


durin at oes — See Pe ee ree ee 
Phat attent: Council Incorporated Law Society 
the United called to the decisions of the courts, 


trustees 

deprecation in morignged where the original loan exceeded one- 
of the value of the , and the council to promote a Bil 
to remedy this, such Bill to be on 

by Mr, Ince, M.P., in the session of 4s 


That the thanks of the meeting 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 





Socrzry. 1—Chairman, Mr. E. P. 
“4 h.—The subject for debate was “ the present | 
ing a trustee from deriving any 
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to public policy, and should be altered by statute.” Mr. T. Bateman 
Napier the debate in the affirmative, being —— by Messrs. 
Ernest Todd and John D. Crawford, and opposed by Messrs. W. Y. Wool- 
combe and G. A. Riddell. After the reply the chairman put the motion 
to the society, when it was carried by a majority of 2 votes. There were 
38 members present, and the debate terminated at 9.16. 

A very successful smoking concert in connection with the society was 
held at the Holborn Restaurant on the 23rd ult., under the presidency of 
Mr. Frank ood, Q.0., M.P., at which nearly 300 members and their 
friends attended. 


Unrrep Law Srvupents’ Socrsry.—A very successful dinner and smoking 
concert was given on February 23rd. The concert was attended by over 
ey owmeaded In the absence of Mr. Wynne E. Baxter, Mr. E. Cutler, 

Feb. 28—Chairman, Mr. W. J. Bull.—Mr. Walter Dawson opened the 
debate by moving ‘‘That, in the interests of law and order, it is the 
—_ of all Conservatives and Moderate Liberals at the present time to 

and work together.”” Mr. Richardson opposed. e opener was 
supported by Messrs. Moyle, Strickland, and Oommon, while Messrs. 
Marcus and White followed Mr. Richardson. After Mr. Dawson had 
— motion was put, when the numbers were, in favour 8 and 


March 7—Chairman, Mr. Yates.—The business on the paper occupied 
the whole of the evening. 

The annual dinner of the society will take place at the Holborn 
Restaurant on Wednesday, the 25th of May next, when the Right Hon. 
Sir Henry James, Q.C., M.P., will pe. Accommodation will be 
provided for 150, and it is hoped that all present and pact members of the 
oor A attend Aye dinner a they possibly can. | may be 
obtained upon application to the secretary, Mr. Frank B. Moyle, 29 
Bedford-row, we ere Se 


Parston Law Desarinc Socrety.—Feb. 25—Chairman, Mr. Michael 
Willan, solicitor. After a few preliminaries had been dealt with a 
discussion took place on the following motion :—‘' That the opening of 
museums and picture galleries on Sunday is desirable.” Messrs. W. 
Breakell, J. J. Rawsthorn, A. W. Ladyman, and T. B. Ladyman sup- 
ported the motion, and Messrs. J. Barrowclough and G. Cartwright 

- The chairman then exhaustively summed up the arguments 
uced pro and con, and put the question to the meeting, who decided in 
favour of the affirmative by a majority of four. 


Livgrroot Law Srupents’ Assoctation.—Feb, 21—Chairman, Mr. A. 
Aspinall Tobin. The following wes the subject for discussion :—‘‘Is a 
person who, with intent to mislead the court, wilfully swears falsely on a 
matter which is not material to the question in issue, guilty of perjury ?’’ 
Mr. opened in the affirmative, and Mr. McCrossan in the negative. 
atts, Davies, Bradley, Brotherton, Todd, Bagshaw, and Priest 

the affirmative, and Messrs. Chevalier, Bromfield, Lewis, 

Crooks, and — the negative. The openers having 
e chairman summed up, and, on the question being put to the 
, it was carried in the negative by a majority of three. 


Hl 
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PENDING LEGISLATION. 
LAW OF EVIDENCE AMENDMENT. 
The following is Lord Bramwell's Bill :— 
Whereas it is expedient further to amend the Law of Evidence : 
Be it therefore enacted by the Queen’s most Excellent Majesty, b 
- with the advice and consent of the Lords Spiritual and Tempo: 


in this present Parliament assembled, and by the authori : 
of the éame, as follows : ‘ f v 


2. Provided that no person so charged shall be compellable to be a 
witness on any such hearing, nor shall such wife or husband be an ad- 
missible witness on any such hearing, without the consent of the person 
so charged, unless so compellable heretofore. 


3. Provided also, that nothing in this Act shall qualify or affect the law 
as to the competency of witnesses, nor the rules of evidence, except as 
herein enacted. 


4. Provided also, that no person so charged, being a witness on ap 

of such charge, shall have the right to refuse to answer a 

— “yd that it would tend to criminate him or her as to 
5 


i 


offence char, 


. A person called as a witness in pursuance of this Act shall not be 
asked, and if asked shall not be required to answer, any questions tending 
to shew that any defendant has committed or been convicted of any 
offence other than that wherewith he is then charged, unless the proof 
that the defendant has committed such other offence is admissible eilhenas 
to shew that défendant is guilty of the offence wherewith he is then 
charged, or such defendant has given evidence of good character. 


This Act may be cited as the Law of Evidetice Améndment Act, 


i 





LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY, 


Mr. Wriu1am Ssazn, solicitor (the head of the firm of Shaen, Roscoe, 
Massey, & Henderson), of 8, Bedford-row, died suddenly at his residence, 
15, Upper Phillimore-gardens, Kensin; , on the 2nd inst., immediately 
after sommeny esa from his office. . Shaen was the youngest son of 
Mr. Samuel S , of Hatfield Peveril, Essex, and was born in 1821. He 
was educated at Univetsity College, London, and he graduated at the 
University of London, B.A. in 1840 and M.A. in 1842, and he was admitted 
a solicitor in 1848. He had been for many years associated in part- 
nership with Mr. Richard Roscoe, Mr. William Thomas Massey, and Mr. 
Henry Ashton Henderson: He was a Perpetual 
county of Middlesex and the Cities of London and Westminster, and dlso 
a commissioner for taking affidavits and examining Witnesses in the 
Supreme Courts of the Colonies of New South alés, Victoria, and 
Queensland, and his private practice was very extensive. Mr. Shaen took 
a vety warm interest in the prosperity of the University of London, and 
he was clerk of convocation from 1858 till 1868. He afterwards became a 
member of the Senate, and he took afi active part in the movements for 
obtaining a Parliamentary re tative for the University and for 
— the University tions to female students. He was a 

uous supporter of female education and of female suffrage. He was 
chairman of the Council of Bedford College, and was for many years solicitor 
to the Society for the Protection of Women and Children, and in 1866 he 
was solicitor to the Jamaica Committee. Mr. Shaen was a Fellow of 
University College, London, a director of the Solicitors’ Benevolent 
Association, and solicitor to the Temperance Building Society. He was a 
trustee of Dr. Williams’s Library, a member of the Committees of the 
British and Foreign Unitarian Association and the Aborigines Protection 
Society, and of the Meneging Committee of the Royal Normal College 
for the Blind. The Dai ews says:—‘‘It was one of Mr. Shaen’s 
characteristics all through life that he gained the confidence and affection 
of all with whom he had todo. He united to great zeal for whatever he 
took in hand a singular clearness of intellectual vision. He was conse- 
quently at the furthest remove from all suspicion of fanaticism, though 
everybody felt his earnestness and pews Of his professional work 
the great reputation of the firm of which he was the head is the best 
testimony.” Among the more important legal gs in which Mr. 
Shaen was engaged may be mentioned the Colenso and Voysey eccle- 
siastical suits. 


APPOINTMENTS. 


Sir Henry James Sumner Marne, K.C.8.1., LL.D., has been elected Whe- 
well Professor of International Law in the University of Cambridge,on the 
resignation of the Right Hon. Sir William Vernon Harcourt, Q.0., M.P. Sir 
H. Maine is the eldest son of Dr. James Maine, and was born-in 1823. He 
was educated at Christ’s Hospital and at Pembroke College, Camb 5 
where he graduated as senior classic and 1st Chancellor’s Medallist and 
as a senior o ein 1844. He obtained the Chancellor’s English Medal 
in 1842, the Craven Scholarship in 1843, and the Chancellor’s Classical 
Medal in 1844, and he was afterwards elected a Fellow of Trinity Hall and 
proceeded to the degree of LL.D. He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s- 
inn in Trinity Term, 1850, but he afterwards migrated to the Middle 
Temple. He formerly qenetiont in the Oourt of Chancery, and he was for 
several years a revisin ister for the County of Middlesex. He was 
Regius Professor of Civil ‘Law in the University of Cambridge from 1847 


till 1854, le member of the Council of the Governor-General of 
India from 1862 till 1870, and us Professor of Jurisprudence in the 
University of Oxford from 1870 1877, when he was elected master of 


Trinity Hall, Cambridge. He was created a Knight Commander of the 
Order of the Star of India in 1871. Sir H. Maine is a bencher of the 
Middle Temple, and he has been a meniber of the Council of the Secretary 
of State for India since 1871. 

Mr. Aurzep Kincpon, barrister, has been ba Solicitor-General 
for the Colony of British Guiana. Mr. Kingdon is the third son of the late 
Mr. Thomas Kingdon Kingdon, Q.C. of Bristol, and was born 


Recorder 
in 1854. He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in July, 1878. He - 


formerly practised on the Western Circuit. He has been for some time 
acting as Attorney-General of the Island of St. Vincent. 


Mr. Francis Hampson, solicitor (of the firm of Hampson & Crosse), of 
Manchester, has been elected President of the Manchester In 
Law Association for the ensuing year. Mr. Hampson was tted a 
solicitor in 1853. 


Mr. Joun Tuomas Last, solicitor (of the firm of Last & Betts), of . 2 


inted a Commissioner for 


Bredford, Shipley, and Liversedge, has been aj 
of Manitoba, in the 


taking Affidavits in the Courts of the 
Dominion of Canada. 


Mr. Lovis Rovitiarp, barrister, has been 
cureur and Advocate-General for the Colony of 
is the second gon of Mr. John Rouillard, of Port Louis, Mauritius, and 
was born in 1838. He was educated at King’s College, London, and he 


inted Substitute Pro- 


was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Michaelmas Term, 1858. 


Mr. Anravr Gairrirus Hitt, solicitor, of Orewe, has been elected ati 
Alderman for that borough. Mr. Hill Was admitted a solicitor in 1878. — 
He is also one of the borough magistrates. a 

Mr. Enwarp Nzwron solicitor, of Bath, has been appointed 9 
Clark to the Maglsteates for thet , , 2 


city, in succession to his partner, the 


Commissioner for the - 


By Aint 


uritius. Mr. Rouillard 9 
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late Mr, Edward Turner Payne. Mr. Fuller is an LL.B. of thé; Univer: 

sity of London. He was admitted 4 solicitor in 1878. WINDING UP NOTICES. 
Mr. Bromizr Onattonsin, sdlicitor, of A has been elected London Gasette.— 4. 

Coroner for the Abingdon District of Berkshire, beckahine, ele 8 to the late JOINT ANTES. 


Mr. Alfred Durling Bartlett. Mr. Challoner has acted for some time as 
deputy-coroner for the district. He was admitted 4 solicitor in 1874. 


Mr. Grorcz Sraivgen Wiuxs, solicitor, of Hythe, has been es 
a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the raters Court of J 


Mr. Grorcz Arruurn Parxer, of Me Madras Civil Service, has been 
er a Puisne Judge of the High Court of Judicature at Madras on 
e resignation of Mr. Justice Hutchins. 


Mr. Henry Onaries Geipart, barrister, has — appointed High 
Sheriff of Oambridgeshire and Hun for the ensuing year. 
Mr. Geldart is the second son of the Rev. James William Geldart, rector 
of Kirk Deighton, Yorkshire, and was born in 1840. He was educated 
at Trinity Hall, Cambridge, where he uated a junior optime in 1862. 
He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Easter Term, 1865, and 
he formerly practised on the Midland Ciroui t. Mr. Geldart isa magis- 
trate for Huntingdonshire 


Mr. James Ovuriirre Siinsieel solicitor, of Stoke- -Tretit, has 
been appointed Registrar of the Stoke-upon-Trent and Longton County 
Courts (Circuit No. 26) in succession to hi , the late William 
Keary. Mr. Marshall was admitted a solicitor in 1867. 


Mr. Justice Srreiine has received the Honorary Degree of LL.D. from 
the University of Aberdeen. 


The a go Hon. Spencer Horatro Watrouz, as Q.C., has been 
appointed Deputy High Steward of the bie age Cambridge in suc- 
cession to the late Mr. Francis Barlow. Mr. vate wes Secretary of 
State for the Home Department from March Rites mber, 1852, from 
March, 1858, till February, 1859, and from July, 1866, till May, 1867. 

He was sworn in as a Privy Councillor on his first tment as 
Home Secretary. He is a bencher of Lincoln’s-inn, of w' society he 
was treasurer in 1870, and chairman of the Council of Legal Education. 





PARTNERSHIPS DISSOLVED. 


Hream Coszpce and James Freperick Garrrrrs, solicitors (H. ae 
& Griffith), 4, Old Serjeants’-inn, Chancery-lane, London. The said 
James Frederick Griffith will carry on business at the same Me Jan. 
20. 

Grorce Tuomas Wooproorrs, Henry swiee ee a and James 
Srvuart Loon, solicitors (Woodrooffe, Burgess, & Loch), 1, New-square, 
Lincoln’s-inn, so far as regards the said James Stuart , who retires 
from the firm. The said George Thomas Woodrooffe and Henry Edward 
Burgess will continue the said business under the = or firm of Wood- 
rooffe & Burgess. March 5 [ Gazette, Match 8.] 





GENERAL, 


The report of the committee appointed in December, 1885, by the 
Board of airy te inquire into bro) snanes perp the Patent Office =e 
carrying out the Patent Act of 1883 was pu on y, together 
with the evidence taken by the committee. The committee recommend that 
the practice introduced by the Act of 1883 of warain pening seer a § of = 
existence of unpublished applications likely to 
should be dropped. In the unanimous ae of the withessés this prac 
tice had entirely failed, and it was calculated that the of Phyo pro- 
vision would result in a saving of £300 to £400 a year. In the case of a 
patent being abandoned in consequence of a filed but unpublished de- 
ecription, the committee thought that the fees should be returned. The 
present system of examining arg iene d appeared to the committee to be 
too elaborate, and they considered that it might be simplified by diminish- 
ing the excessive amount of supervision exercised. 








COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE, 
Rota OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 
Date AppEaL Court Appzan Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
‘ 1, No. 2 Kay. 4 








No. 
Mon.,Mar. 14 Mr, Pemberton Mr. Lavie Mr. Leach Mi. 
Tuesday oe 15 Clowes mn 
Teeny > ae 
Thursday .. 1 oe arrington 
I seh 1 Carrington Lavie 
Bai os 19 Lavie Oarrington 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice . Justice 
NorrTaH. 
14 Mr. Clowes Mi. Koe Mr. 
Pem) ioe 
Clowes 
emberton ackson ‘ard 
Clowes Koe 
Pem Jackson 














TO INTENDING Hov: 
or reating 0 nou have Sani 


mineter (ie Gab. 1875), who 








aah March 8. 
qlee ft 5h pn ee Wisting wp, practi’ ree 
heres agua fsemnes swag “i 
ae eee hee iveaaeee iastee 
7, directed to be before Stirliog, J., on Saturday, +h 19. Watson, 


PHenix an eee Lanark —By an order made by Kay, J dated Feb 2 
it was 


pope we ped up of company be continued, Flux & 
Leadbtig, Loagee ors r 


RHONDDA oak Co., — Creditors are 
Sees, te aes te eerie eee gel 


fons at 12, ee atte adjudicating upon the debts and 
West Lonpo omen Thursday, 
ie har catn nls Ooo ee ene 4 

B District Taam pery tpo J., dated Feb 
26, it was ordered & Uo, Surrey st, 
See eceater sae 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Day or Ona. 


D’Ommp gummy, sleet tear tc tek ¢ D’Oridant, Chitty, 
aes Cae ‘ge Islington. 2, Ladd y King, Ohitty, J. 

So grea Lauda Wa 
OnE, eng Ys lane, Barrister-at-Law. March 31. Winn 
wont te sy Humber. April 6. Ford vy Winship, Chitty, J. 


Landon Gauci ot any” Bewopapet rate 
UNDER 22 & 23 "93 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day 


oF Chant. 
Cane, Rozert, Liverpo Macken Spelt. Mccmmne bia, Lbeenpesl 


ace east ces 


Camas, Te Buckingham, retired from business. May 5. 
Cutt, ELLEN SARAH, March 25. Payne & Fuller, Bath 


pees, arene ae ange April 5. Orowdy & Son, 
ssrgtt, Hanser Tasca, Newport, Mon, Iron Merchant. March 28. Davies, 
penalgrpert April 1. riddle, Newcastle upon Tyne 


Devrrr, Mary, Liverpool. April 9. Layton & Stéél, Liverpool 
Dee ee Ae Ne ee April1, Han- 


Fannin Saumn Bouthpert, Bost Decket . April 1. Fielding, Bolton 
Farman, CHARLES COTTON, Winkfield, Berks, Esq. April is, Francis & John- 
ee AteamD, Debenkians, Sefielk,.Vesmer, April 6,. Lawton £ Oo, Bye, 
pa CL mapa re April 59, Fox & Oo, 











Sot tapertion {8 the 
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Gorpow, Mary Ann, Stevenage, Hertfordshire. April 6. Veasey, Baldock, 


Gray, Gzorcz, York, Gent. Junei. Crumbie, Stonegate, York 
LESsERT, Grierson Dz, Wolverhampton, Surgeon Dentist. April 12. 
Thorne & Co, Wolverhampton 
Havpiey, Wii11aM, eww eath, Lancaster, Retired Schoolmaster. April 
14, Minor, Mancheste 
WEINS, ELIZABETH, Dinthill, Salop. April15. Minor, Manchester 
Hott, Ricnarp, Horbury, York. April4. Hill, Halifax 
Hoorgr, Grorcz, Bridgwater, Timber Merchant. March 25. Reed & Cook, 


ris ter 
Pps REvBEN, Kidderminster, Victualler. April5. Talbot, Kidderminster 


Wi1uM Netson, North Bury St Edmunds, Watchmaker. March 14, 
ee wooinoush & Co, Bury St Edmunds 
yps, WILLIAM CHRISTOPHER, Hornsey rise, Printing Ink Manufacturer. 
A 10. Maynard & Son, Clifford’s inn 
Lows, Witt1aM, Birmingham, Tin Plate Worker. April 1. Saunders & Brad- 
bury, Birmingham 
Mostey, Sornia ANNE, Rolleston, Stafford. April15. Small, Burton on Trent 
ere, —. Seaton’s Sluice, Northumberland, Mariner. March 31. Keep- 
lent Oe Gloag, Strand 
ARLOTTE, Talbot rd, Bayswater. March 31. East, Basinghall st 


Pram, Jase, Berrow, Worcester, Innkeeper. April12. Powell, Upton upon 


Punvemn, "TSADELLA, Norwich. April 30. Clabburn, Norwich 
Perees, THomas, Mold, Flint, Gent. April 18, Kelly & Keene, Mold, Flint 
PootE, JANE, Liverpool. April 22. Priest & Son, Liverpool 

=A Bawa CRESWELL, Niton, Isle of Wight, Esq. April 1. Vincent, Ryde, 
Ratt, Faswees, Redland, Bristol. April9. Hamlin & Whitty, Bristol 
RrvinoetTon, WILLIAM, Killamarsh, Derby, Miner. March 25. Wilson, Sheffield 


Ropiwson. ELIZABETH, Alfred st, Colebrooke row, Islington. April5. Rumsey, 


Fins! pk rd 
RoOwLAnpDs, RY, Sunderland, Beer Retailer. March 19. Green, Sunderland 
SaMvUEL, Fanny YATES, Liverpool. March 16. Parkinson & Hess, Liverpool 


ae Wednesbury, Stafford, Confectioner. March 28. Brookes, 
Snare, JANE, N crwich, April 30. Clabburn, Norwich 
Sronz, FRaNcES Mary, Tatenhill, Stafford. April 15. Small, Burton on Trent 
Srvakt, Sir ALEXANDER, K.C.M.G.. 8 ney. New South Wales. April12. Want 
& Harston, Clement's lane, Lom 
es DANIEL, Marks Tey, Essex, Gent. May 10. Beaumont & Son, Cogges- 


VAUGHAN-ARBUCELE, MARGARET HELEN GEORGIANA, Ryde, Isle of Wight. 
April 6. Vincent, are. ~ of Wight 

WATKINS, hul y Beddau, nr em Glamorganshire, 

Grocer and Binckewsithe April 28. Curtis & Son, Neath 

Waricnt, E1izaseta, Hastings. April 1. Foss & Ledsam, Abchurch lane 


Wricut, EvpHemi, Anerley, Surrey. July 31. Carrill & Son, Rood lane 
Youne, Epwarp, Camden rd, Cabinet Maker. April 6. Withall & Co, Great 
George st 








PO he on NorMan & Stacey's System; No Deposit; 1,2, or 3 years credit ; 
wholesale firms. ces, 79, Queen Victoria-st.. . Branches at 121, Pali 
Mall §.W.. & 9. Liverpool-st.. E.C. Goods delivered free.—[ADVT 








BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—FRIDAY, Mar. 4. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 
AnaEES, arse, Leeds, Provision Dealer’s Cartman. Bradford. Pet 


Mar 1. Mar 
BALE, Jonn, Derby, Elocsest Victualler. Derby. Pet Feb 24. Ord Mari 


BENHAM, FREDERICK comm, York grove, Queen’s rd, Peckham. High Court. 
Pet Febié6. Ord Mar 
Best, GzorGe HoLiines, Bath, Hotel Proprietor. Bath. Pet Feb 28. Ord Feb 28 


- i Gmgnaae. Philip lane, Wood st, Beltmaker High Court. Pet Feb 
BLEASDALE, WILLIAM, Blackburn, Farmer. Preston. Pet Mari. Ord Mari 


BopEnHamu, Wit11AM, West Bromwich, Grocer. Oldbury. Pet Mar 1. Ord Mar 1 
Burcuer, WILL1AM, Basingstoke, Grocer. Winchester. Pet Mari. Ord Mari 
CiincH, ALBERT, and Puitiep Henry Rotherfield st, Islington, Builders, 
H Court. Pet Feb 2. Ord 28 

Coaain, THoMAs, var rd, Scuth , i NG Clerk of Rates. High Court. 
Cc oo aenoe Gneuas Worthi 8t Brigh Pet M: 

D GEORGE. fy) in onemacon. ton. Pet Mar 4%. 

oe A Dares : 

ComrPiis, WILLIAM, Birmingham, Saduler. Birmingham. Pet Feb 11. Ord Mar 2 
Coox, ALFRED, Stratford, Essex, Baker. High Court. Pet Feb 7. Ord Mari 
Davis, WatTER, Bristol, China Dealer. Bristol. Pet Mari. Ord Mar 1 


Daw, Puixip, Stourport, Worcester, Builder. Kidderminster. Pet Feb 11. Ord 
Dyson. Ext, ent Tuomas Dyson, Oldham, Joiners. Oldham. Pet March?. Ord 
aes, Es, Redbourn, Hertford, Baker. St Albans. Pet March 1. Ord 
Bram, Moweax, Liesd Lianfihangel y Croyddyn, Cardigan, Labourer. Aberystwith. 
FLOCKTON, ALICE tay Dewsbury, Confectioner. Dewsbury. Pet March 2. Ord 
want Ye Liverpool, Manager to a Company. Liverpool. Pet Feb 11. 
GARDNER, teas, end Ongraas Row, ROW TA Davres, Chadlington, Oxford, 
Gooprxe, Wit11AM, Deopham, Norfolk, Miller. Norwich. Pet March 1, Ord 
mamas S GxzorGE, Weston super Mare, Grocer. Bridgwater. Pet Feb 28. Ord 

Par and Saran Harris, Swansea, Pawnbrokers. Swansea Pet 


weer eb 28. Ord Feb 28 
JOnN, Springhead, Yorks, Builder. Oldham. Pet March 1, Ord 





HEnpy, , Tecate Gonwm, Reading, out of business. Reading. Pet Feb 28. Ord 


PEYTON, Shirchemptoe. Gloucester, Medical Prac- 
titioner. Bristol. Pet March’. Ord March 2 


Horses. LIONEL GEORGE 
Roenss, Owaz, Aberffraw, Anglesey, Dealer. Bangor. Pet Feb 28, 


U 

Hystop, Davin. Formosa hee, A vegas rd, Maida Hill, Upholsterer. High Court. 
Pet March 2. Ord M 

Kwyos, Angee Stnetets Pemthurch avenue, Merchant. High Court. Pet Feb 
98 rd Fe 

Lomegee, AM, _ agebon. o on the Wolds, Nottingham, Farmer. Nottingham. 

t March 1 1 

LunD, ‘GEORGE, and FREDERICK Moratt BLOCKLEY, Pall Ma!l, Watch Makers. 
High Court. Pet Feb 28. Ord Feb 28 

MARSHALL, JOHN, Liverpool; Grocer. iaeespeat. Pet Feb 28. Pet Feb 28 


MoGowan, JaMEs, Whitehaven, Boot Maker. Whitehaven. Pet Marchi. Ord 


March t 
NOBLE, Jou Watutsr, Carlisle, Roper. Carlisle. Pet Feb 28. Ord Feb 28 
UCKENDEN, EpMunpD JURY, Hove, Builder. Brighton. Pet Feb26, Ord Feb 26 
OwEN, RICHARD EpWARD, Walsall, Grocer. Walsall. Pet Feb 28. Ord Feb 28 
yas. Tee Urian, Swansea, Ironmonger. Swansea, Pet March 2, 
2 
PHILLIPS, Osanams Joyce, Swindon, Builder. Swindon. Pet March 1. Ord 
Marc 


hi 
PLavER, Octavius R, Bath, Hay Dealer. Bath. Pet Feb 23. Ord Feb 26 
Portage, Joun Wut114M, Newport, Mon, Tailor. Newport, Mon. Pet Feb 28, 


rd Feb 28 
om ALFRED, Fairfield, Lancs, Accountant. Liverpool. Pet Feb 15. Ord 
rch 1 

Beas, Dasa, New Swindon, Tea Dealer. Swindon. Pet March 2. Ord 

Reoax, Buzanere, Church Enstone, Oxford, Publican. Oxford. Pet March 2. 
0 2 

RUTHERFORD. WiL1t14M, Kingston upon Hull, Currier. Kingston upon Hull, 
Pet Feb 28. Ord Feb 28 

SEveRs, HENRY, Middlesborough, Builder. Stockton on Tees and Middles- 
borough. Pet Marchi. Ord March 1 

SUN AE Tom, Coventry, Bicycle Maker. Coventry. Pet March 2. 


2 
Cures. < ona, Carlisle, Corn Merchant. Carlisle. Pet March 2. Ord 


SMITH, _ 7 Asem Beoke upon Trent, Estate Agent. Stoke upon Trent. Pet Feb 
28. Pet Feb 
ated wont, Newark upon Trent, Grocer. Nottingham. Pet March 2. 


h 
STONE, —~ og hy el nr Wantage, Berks, Farmer. Oxford. Pet 
March 1. i 
Taomgs, Jax, bn nae ty Mon, Baker. Newport, Mon. Pet March 1. Ord 
arch 1 


Lime <4 i} Over Whitacre, Warwick, Farmer. Birmingham. Pet 

4. ht 

wae. WALTER, JAMES WALLACE Watson, and ALLAN GRoOoME DovGLAS, 
Birmingham, Lithographers. Birmingham. Pet March 2. Ord March 2 


FIRST MEETINGS, 
ALLSOP, CHARLES TITTENSER, Walsall, Sadler. March 14at 10. Off Rec, Walsall 


BatzE, JouNn, Morled » Sdnanes Victualler. March 14 at 2.30. Off Rec, St 
James’s chbrs, 4 
BEST, Saou soya. th, Hotel Proprietor. March 14 at 12.15, White 
seme: 5 Rosert, Radway Green, Cheshire, out of business. March 12 at 11.45, 
Off Rec, Newcastle oer Lome 
BLACKBURN, GEORGE FREDERICK, and JoHN GzorGE BLATHERWICE, Hanley, 
Boot ers. March 14 at 11.30. North Stafford Hotel, Stoke upon 


Trent 

BRICKELL, some, Monee pk, Essex, Builder. March 11 at 2.30, 88, Carey st, 
Lincoln’s 

BULLETT, HENRY SAMUEL, Springfield, Essex, Baker. March 12 at 12.30. Shire- 
hall, Chelmsfor 

pom, eae, Shrewsbury, Draper. March 11 ati. Off Rec, 15, King st, 

CAMPBE it en Pinte Epworth, Lincolnshire, Potato Salesman. March 14 at 3. 
Off Figtree lane, Sheffield 

© JOHN, Pickering, Y Yo ~~ epeeermamates March 11 at 11. Off Rec, 74, New- 


orough st, Scarboro 
ee > ye Toothteh, out of employment, March 12 at 4. Royal 


Hotel, 
CROOK, ge St yeete chanchgens, Wearehouseman. March 11 at 11. 33, © 


coln’s 


DAVIS, Waren, Bristol, China Dealer. March 15 at 12, Off Rec, Bank chbrs, ~ 


bristol 


DELVES, CHARLES FREDERIC, and WiLitam TRESS, Uckfield, Sussex, Brewers. 4 


March il ati. Maidenhead ad Hote. M 


Goop1na, , Wanstase, I iit Norfolk, Miller, March 12 at 12. Off Ree, 8 © 
Gnay, EDwakb, Gt George st, Stock Dealer. March 11 at 12, 83, Carey st, Lin- | 
Poumbers’ Merchant. March 11 at 3. Off Rec, 1, © 
omAs, Sheffield, pot binder. March 14at1. Off Rec, Figtree lane, © 
me Wit11ae, Bristol, Clothier, March 11 at 12. Off. Rec, Bank chbes, 4 
HARRIS, and Saran Harris, Swansea, Pawnbrokers. March 1i at 11, ~ 


Gray THO Nottin 
Bigh ig vo High pavement, 


en “ffle 


tland st, Swansea 


Off Ree, 6, 
Harri-s, GEORGE, Weston super Mare, Grocer. March 11 at 2. Railway Hotel, — 


Weston super Mare 
HoNEYBELL, DANIEL, 


JOHNSON, 
Lzaeett, FRED 


cori Ht Ee eT Selmer March 14 at 11. Off Rec, 22, Park row, — 
Mantgy, Hexer Onsaras, Waleall, Collar Maker. March 12 at 11.15, Off Reo, ~ 
McGowan, JaMEs, Whitehaven, Boot Maker. March 15 at 12. 67, Duke sty 


Whitehaven : 
J N Hotel . March it” 
en Mianetield, Othiaghamehire, Keeper. 7 


asen Tana Cork Mites. March 11 at 2.30, 2 ‘ 


LL Boxted, Essex, Farmer. March 16 at 11. Townhall, Col- — 
Jay, bides, Bortugnl et Lincoln's in f . March 11 at 11. Bankrupt 

» Nottinghamshire, Saddler. March 14 at 2. Off © 
mance, G$ Yarmouth, Fish Mercheat, March 12 at 12.30. Off © 
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NIcHOLIS, Suton, Walsall, Licensed Victualler. March 19 at 11.45. Off Rec, 
NOBLE, foun Watemn, Carlisle, Roper. March 14at12. Off Rec, 34, Fisher st, 


Wommaz, § Wit1LiaM © na Somerton, Somersetshire, Plumber. March 11 at 1. 
Rec; Salis 
OwEN, RicHARD Evwkp, Walsall, Grocer. March 12 at 10, Off Rec, Walsall 


Pakk, - Bones. Eeaeie, Publican. March 11 at 11. St Andrew’s chmbrs, 22, Park 
PMnee? FT ey Staffordshire, Licensed Victualler, March 12 at 
Pecter, FREepERiok Urtan. Newtown Brynhyfrydd, Glamorganshire, Iron- 

monger. March 14 at 3. Off Rec, 6, Rutland st, Swansea 
mes aura. pemottyn, Glamorganshire, Grocer. March 16 ati2. Off 
PONNOgK, WILLIAM, —~ pane Oxfordshire, Farmer. March 31 at 11. Off Reo, 
Prsten. Leg ey a a. Hay Dealer. March 12 at 12. R. H. Moore, County 
PorTaaE, eS 1 Newpart, Mon, Tailor. March 14 at12. Off Rec, 12, 
Poy, © a Merthyr Tydfil, Confectioner. March 14 at 12. Off Reo, 
RAYNOR, Banzinre, Barnsley, Yorks, Builder. March 14 at 10. Off Rec, 3, 


Eastgate, Barnsley 

ScorT, ,,Joum, Batley, Yorks, Rag Merchant. March 11 at 10. Off Rec, Bank 
ci rs, 

SIDEBOTTOM. Wiretax, Rothwell, Yorks, Greengrocer. March 11 at 12. Off Rec, 
22, Park row, Leeds 

Snirs0x, JOSEPH, St James's rd, nr Carlisle, Corn Merchant. Mareh 16 at 12. 


ff Rec, 34, Fisher st, Carlisle 
SMITH, JAMES, Stoke upon Trent, Estate Agent. March 14 at 12.30. North 
Stafford Hotel, Stoke upon Trent 


STEVENS, WARWICK ALAN, Eoutheea, no occupation. March 18 at 3. Off Rec, 
85, Victoria st, Liv: 

THOMAS, JAMES, Newort, A Baker. March 14 at 1. Off Rec, 12, Tredegar 
pl. Newport, Mon 

THOMPSON, JOuN, Worcester, Solicitor. March 14 at 11. Off Rec, Worcester 

TURNPENNY, WALTER Davip Tatsot, Red Lion ct, Cann n st, Button Maker. 
Mar 11 at12. Bankruptcy bldgs, Port a“ Lincolo’s inn fields 


WAKEMAN, Purr, Taplow, Bucks, Carpen Mar 14 at 12.30. Bell Hotel, 
Maidenhead 


‘sheer Ze yatam, Pemberton, Lancs, Manure Maker. Mari5 at10. Wigan 
Jounty Court 
wees, THoMmas, aagboronsh. Innkeeper. Mur llat 12. Off Rec, 74, New- 
roug’ Scarborou 
Youna, Frank, Hyson Green, Nottingham, Draper. Mar 12 at 12%. Off Rec, 1, 
h pavement, Nottingham 
The following amended notice is substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Feb. 22. 
ADAMS, FREDERICK Witt1am Henry, High st, Sydenham, Baker. Mar 7 at 3. 
109, Victoria st, Westminster 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
aren, EDWARD, Walthamstow, Grover. High Court. Pet Feb 2. Ord 


ARMITSTEAD, WILLIAM, Leeds, Provision Dealer’s Cartman. Bradford. Pet Feb 
Ord March t 


28. 
ASKEW. em Kes wick, Cumberiené, Hotel Keeper. Cockermouth and 
kington. Pet Feb i4. Ord M arch 2 


Baz, Jo ouM, Derby, Licensed Victualler. Derby. Pet Feb 24. Ord March 2 


BANYARD, REUBEN, and WatTER BANYARD, Lexden, Colchester, Bakers. Col- 
chester, Pet Feh : 24.. Ord March 2 
BLEASDALE, WILLIAM, Blackburn, cain. Preston, Pet March 1. Ord 


March 1 
i some. Nottingham, Commission Agent. Nottingham. Pet Jan 26, 
arch 
a won, vote. Ma Northwich, out of business. Nantwich and Orewe. Pet 
eb 4 ‘eb 
porta, saw ag Geunen, Worthing, Stonemason, Brighton. Pet March 1, 
ar 


Davis, EpMuND Francis, Burlington gdns, Solicitor. High Court. Pet Jan 17. 


Ord March 1 
PONE, SAMUEL, jun, Bywell, nr Potion, Northumberland, Farmer. Newcastle 


ne, Pet Feb 23. Ord Fe b 28 


Evans, ORGAN, Lianfihangel y Oroydd Cardigan, Labourer. Aberystwith. 
Bet March’. OrdMarcht 


—_—" bt | oe BURLAND, Cheltenham, Outfitter. Cheltenham. Pet 
ov 15 'e 
Grsson, RosERtT, Purston, Yorks, Joiner. Wakefield. Pet Feb25. Ord Mar 2 


=—_— Gaonen, Weston super Mare, Grocer. Bridgwater. Pet Feb 28. Ord 
e 


Hasuim, Kuauit, Manchester, Merchant. High Court. Pet Nov26. Ord Mar1 
Hucuszs, OwzEn, Anglesey, General Dealer. Bangor. Pet Feb 28. Ord Mar2 
poume, Das Davyr&L, Leadenhall st, Iron Merchant. High Court. Pet Jan2i. Ord 


JONES. EDWARD, deo, Ma Maenan, Carnarvonshire, Retired Farmer. Bangor. Pet 

Rete HENRY Reoena, Fairfax rd, Teddington, Filter Maker. High Court. 
Pet Jan 81. Ord March 1 

McGoway, Jaxms, Whitehaven, Boot Maker. Whitehaven. Pet Mari. Ord 


NEwLanp, beaeaen, High st, Stepney, Tailor. High Court. Pet Feb 56. Ord 


Feb 28 
Nozsiz, Jonw Wares, Carlisle, Roper. Carlisle. Pet Feb 28. Ord Feb 28 
Owen, Richarp Epwarp, Walsall, Grocer. Walsall. Pet Feb 28. Ord Feb 28 


pertaae, Jom jou Wu.114M, Newport, Mon, Tailor. Newport, Mon. Pet Feb 28. 
r 


2 *--- Um ck WILLIAM le rata lane, ;East Dulwich, Plumber. High 
Court. Pet Feb i8, Ord Feb D2 4 
| cmd oom A berdulaie, ar Heath etre Neath. Pet Feb 14. Ord Feb 28 


EDWARD ARMAND, G Shepherd’s Bush, Doctor of 
Court. Pet Feb 1 7. pe ord Bob 3s : 


Modicine. 
Szvers, Henry, Middlesborough, Builder. Stockton on Tees and Middles-' 
bo: h. Pet Marchi, Ord March 1 


a. ILLIaM, Colchester, Raker. Uolchester. Pet Jan 29. Ord March 2 
JOSEPH, fe Jamar ra, nr Carlisle, Corn Merchant. Carlisle. Pet 


“Marh 3 Ord 
E, CHARLES, Bagshot, Surrey, Builder. Kingston, Surrey. Pet Jan 24. 


Ord Feb 26 
STEPHEN WILLIAM Jiaces Bornow, High st, Chatham, Draper. Rochester. 


PetJan2t. Ord 


Browz, RicHARD, the % 
um, ¥ younger Childrey, nr Wantage, Farmer. Oxford. Pet | Brown, 


James, Newport, Mon, Baker. Newport, Mon. Pet Feb 2. Ord 


Warsor; Rotms, Lodaham, Cheshire, Hotel Keeper. Birkenhead. Pet Feb 16. 
Wri11aMs, Daxint, Egiwysilan, Glamorganshire, Farmer. Pontypridd. Pet 


Wi onauy, Wanna ‘Per berton, Lancashire, Manure Manufacturer. Wigan. 
Wasogr, Tac Si onth, Eonkenper, Sauber. Bet Web tf. Ook 


London Gazette-—TumsDaY, March 8. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Amman, Heygr Jons, Ghayheaiany, , Somerset, Auctioneer. Wells. Pet March 


Banmau, Fenmeas, Grooktharps, Gloucester, Farmer. Gloucester. Pet March 

_ Jou, Stokeinteignhead, Devon, Baker. Exeter. Pet March 4 Ord 
Bowvprs, WAleee Goei p Rdnesin, ‘Vetentany Guegvon. Peter- 
Bowss, Tuoxas, Bredtord, Goal Bradford. Pet March 4. Ord 
Coane, Jere, Blackburn, Hosier. Blackburn. Pet March 4. Ord 
Dasm, Futau, Birmingham, Gerpet Pasion, Birmiogham. Pet March 38. Ord 
gNS) STEPREX m Faavom, Peterbonongh, ont of Busines, Peterborough. 
DrYsDALE. PsTER, Newcastle on Tyne, Builder. Newcastle. Pet March 5. Ord 


5 
Dowson’ dawns, Poste, Geueai;baneas Poole. Pet March 3. Ord March 8 


re a ont Se Birmingham, Coal Merchants. rmingham. Pet 
Evans, Some, Abererch, at FeGhel, Chanasreh, Sa Bangor. Pet March 
Frovup, Jonny, Owslebury, nr Winchester, Builder. Winchester. Pet March 4. 
& ty Many, Swansea, Colliery Proprietress. Swansea. Pet 
Haxuay, Winstas, Maldon, Basex, Draper. Chelmsford. Pet Feb 14. Ord 
J Sanat Axx, Trebarris, Glamorganshire, Grocer. Merthyr Tydfil. Pet 
Jusnine Hanns, Biredaghase, Contecthonsr. Birmingham. Pet March 3. Ord 


JORDAN, Writs Henry, Rothwell, Yorks, Farmer. Leeds. Pet March 5. 


Ord March 5 
OSEPH, Edgbaston, Birmingham, Clothier. Birmingham. Pet 
‘4 March 4. March 4 


KNEESHAW, RICHARD, Pickering, Yorks, Watchmaker. Scarborough. Pet 
Lassen Peasy, Whitwell, Norfolk, Farmer. Norwich. Pet March 4. Ord 
Lorwansraix, Juuas Josarm, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer. Nottingham. 
MeKay, Rooms, Foor, st, Soho, Licensed Victualler. High Court. Pet 
Onuaxny, Joun, Mountbarrow, a ae Olea Ulverston, Farmer. Ulverston and Barrow 
Osnouie, Joseri, Liversedge, Yorks, Faller, Dewsbury. Pet March 4. Ord 
Ore commas, Bet iaras Ged Mar se ones Deee- Hewes sd 
Papoggu, Rosaat Apriarem, Beastfair, Pontefract, Tailor. Wakefield. Pet 
Pasmysetes, Onassis Pepe residence unknowa. High Court. Pet Feb 15, 


Prrers, PoH@ ss, Portslade, Sussex, Baker. Brighton. Pet Feb2i. Ord March 3 
Pick. Demever, Aldersgate st, Furrier. High Court. Pet Feb 16. Ord Marché 
Rowlsxpe, Rexet, Owmboan, Mon, See Newport, Mon. Pet March 4. 
Stops, WILL14M, Hartington rd, Ealing, Builder. Brentford. Pet Feb 3. Ord 
Sramer, Cartaix, Bradford, Shutter Maker. Bradford. \Pet March 5. Ord 
Sain Tecan, Recitals, Devon, out of business, Exeter. Pet March 
roam, Guastts Upton, Ease. Proviion Dealer. High Court. Pet Jan 27. 
Warnes, Jims, Froxfeld, Wilts, Clerk in Holy Orders Newbury. Pet 
Wares, Epwann, St James’ pl, O} James. High Court. Pet Feb 10. Ord 
pes, rnpdinapelbeeset igs Bath. Pet March 4. Ord 


'esT, CHARLES, Leeds, Corn Merchant. Leeds. Pet Feb 22, Ord March 4 
Waar, Jaac Ole, Linc, Pann Foreman Gt Grimsby. Pet March 3. Ord 
Warsie, docubn, West queen af, Tetheehann, Reyes: Edmonton. Pet 


Wraeunst, Haney ae Maidstone, Fruiterer. Maidstone. Pet March 3. Ord 





Marah § vnc for chat: pubtinhed tn the 
Harrison, THOMAS, Stockton on Tees and 

iddiccborongh, Pet dan 18” 

‘The following emenips nett eyheb guiliehed ia ths 
Isaacs, COLMAN, Manchester, Stationer, Pet Feb®. Ord Feb % 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
APPLEBY, JAuEe, =, Broagh, Yortn, Thnber Meeshant, March 15 at 2. Law Society, 


Dealer’s Cartman. March 15 at 3. Off 





at 
Bama sous, © 
Raunt, Wiiizsu, Ot St Helens, Merchant Shipper. March 15 at 2.80. 38, Carey 
Brausbite, Wintsst, Blackburn, Farmer March 15 at 8. Off Reo, 14, Chapel 





ees Licoiiolss eve anece ot te on “March 15 at 11. 


slo, Skipper, March 16 at 12, Off Reo, 8, Haven st, 
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Buroenzr, Wir114M, Basingstoke, Grocer. March 18 at 2. Off Reo, 4, East st, 
— — porn, Oost ~ ng Warwick, Commercial Traveller. March 

17 at il 
ALLEN Martin, , aheicld, Station Master. March 16 at1i. Off Rec, 
<r resting, Stonemason. March 15at12. Off Rec, 
MUND Face % Sait on gardens, Solicitor. March 15 at12. Bank- 

bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 

DICKENS, STEPHEN FRANCIS, Peterborough, out of business. March 17 at 12.45. 


Court, Peterborough 
DRYSDALE. "Newcastle on Tyne, Builder. March 19 at 10.30, Off Rec, 


Pink lane, Newcastle on Tyne 
DunForD, JamMEs, Poole, Dorset, Builder. March 17 at 3.45. London Hotel, 


Dysow, Ext, and Tuomas Dyson, Oldham, Joiners. March 16 at 3.90, Off Reo, 
chmbrs, Union st. Oldham 
vam, = Eri ( as (op estate), Oldham, Joiner. March 16 at 3.30. Off Rec, Priory 
Dyso: a ae olabek: Oldh: Join March 16 at 3.30. Off Ree, Pri 
iN, THOMAS am, Joiner. a ory 
chmbrs, Union st, Oldham 
Epanpeve. Eun Redbourn, Hertfordshire, Baker. March 15 at 11. Off Rec, 29, 


st West, Luton, Bedfordshire 
yay, 5, JOH, Abererch, nr Pwilheli, Carnarvonshire, Master Mariner. March 


at 2.30. Queen’s Head Cafe, Bangor 
Evans, 8, MoROAN, jJantihenge! y Croyddin, Cardiganshire, Labourer. March 23 at 


h 
Frocxiox, Atsos #4) wy wsbury, Yorks, Confectioner. Mar 15at3. Off Rec, 
RIFFITHS, oy Mary, Swansea, Colliery Proprietress. Mar 16 at 11. 
Off —- 6, Rutland st, Swansea 
ILLIAM, Maldon, Essex, Draper. Mar 15 at 12.45. Gt Eastern 
Hotel, Liverpoo 
HaRRison, "Jonny, Springhead, Yorks, Builder. Mar 16 at 8. Off Rec, Priory 
chbrs, Union st, Oldham 
- . Manchester, Merchant. Mar 16 at 11. Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 
HeEsiop, JonN, Manchester, Theatrical Manager. Mar 15 at A of Rec, Ogden’s 
chbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 
LET, JULES, Old Compton st, Soke sq, Dealer in Foreign Provisions. Mar 
Serer st, coln’s inn 
pberttraw, Anglesey, General Dealer. Mar 28 at2. Queen's 


tasane, 99 aan, 2 - Stationer. Mar 15 at 11.30. Off Rec, Ogden’s 
brs, yg ed Manchester 
we, ‘Wi111aM, Burstow, Surrey, Builder. Mar 17 at 2.30. Station Hotel, 


KyEESHAW, RICHARD, Pickering, Yorks, Watchmaker. March 16 at 11.30, Off 
Res. 74, Newborough st, Srarbo borough 

Lxoxp, Jon James, and CHARLES HENRY Lioyp, Pembroke Dock, Ironmongers. 
March 15 at 12. Grand Hotel, Broad st, Bristol 

Mena Alt, i, Jom, Liverpool, Grocer. March 16 at 3. Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, 

vi 

Epwakp WILLIAM, ll pl, Regent st. March 17 at 18. Bank- 

ruptey bid, a Porteoal st, Eincotn sinn fields 

Mokzrton, Jonny, Victoria ore, Bi m. Wine Merchant. March 17 at 2.30, 

Bankruptcy bldgs, coln’s inn fields 

Myriam, Jou™. Tareington, Saotadaisien, Farmer. March 17 at 12. Court 


ouse, 
Patron, JOHN, pow'd Jouwx Jacop Vickers, Fenchurch avenue, Steamship 
Managers. March 16 at12. Bankruptcy bidgs, Portugal st, Lincoln's inn 

peagey Wrrrzaxt, 


Falham, Cowkeeper. March 17 at 2,30. 33, 
Re ay ~ ‘= fias 
Pie ENRY, Gt Queen st, Lincoln’s inn fields, Builder. March 16 at 
2.30. 33, Carey st, egy pode 
Qoriiee. Sree? ane “| d, Lancs, Accountant. March 18 at 12. Off Ree, 35, 
Russ, Duviat, New Si Swindon, Tea Dealer. March 16 at 11.30. Off Rec, 82, High 
Rowiaspe, Hwy, Cwmbran, Mon, Milkseller. March 18 at 12. Off Rec, 12, 


Pram a Tate Newport, Mon 
pon Hull, Carrier. March 15 at 11. Law 
Society ORE ricoktts tun tt gs, Bowlalley lane, Hull 
SANDERSON, WiLLIAM, Shoreditch, Flock Manufacturer. March 17 at 11. Bank- 
bldgs, Lincoln’s inn 
March 17 at 12. 


Sarena, ILLIAM PHILLIP, Tonbridge, Kent, Boot Salesman. 
Off 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighto 
ALFRED Tom, Coventry, Bicycle Maker. March 16 at 1,30. Off Rec 
17, 


ertford st, Coventry 
me. aS, comm, Hever’ upon Trent, Grocer. March 17 at 12. Off Rec, 1, High 


mene ay? is ~g AF nr Wantage, Farmer. March 16 at 11.90. Off 
0, 1, St Aldates. Oxford 
Broadhembury, Devon, out of business. March isatii. Off 
a Xs 18, Bedford circus, Exeter 
W: ELIZABETH, Brighton, Spinster. March 17 at 11. 38, Carey st, Lincoln’s 
Wurrcoms, Horace, Moorgate st. March 15 at 11. Bankruptcy bidngs, Lin- 


Wrox, Husay Zacranan, Bexhill on Sea, Sussex, Builder. March 15 at 3. 
wot Bee 4, Pavilion Eaiwonias, Brighton ; : 


was ag lamorganshire, Farmer. March 17 at 12, Off 


oe > ~*~ Maidstone, Fruiterer. March 17 at 3. Off Rec, Week st, 
mela, Licensed Victualler. March 16 at 12. Off Rec, Fig- 
a notice is aubationted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Feb. 25. 
STEWART, pg one Liverpool, Broker. March 16 at 2.30. Off Rec, 35, 


Victoria 
sa ADJUDICATIONS. 
prt LU Brookthorpe, , Farmer. Gloncester. Pet March 6. 


teignhead, Devon, Baker. Exeter. Pet March 4. Ord 
ae paeeaeen, and JoHN GEORGE 


ley, Burslem, and Tunstall. Pet Jan 31. Ord March 2 
Merchant. Sheffield. Pet Febi. Ord March4 


Dosngre Ferny Aancet, SyringSeld, Resex, Beker. Chelmsford. Pet Feb 25. 
: ong Parr Henny Bart FrrEu, Rotherfield st, Islington, Huflders. 
r Vi 7 F4 South Lambeth, Clerks of Hates. High Court, Pet 


Coen, btenpe, Sintdord, Resex, Reker. High Court, Pet ¥eb7. Ord March 4. 
Cooxz, Enwim, Leamington, Hatter. Warwick. Pet Feb 15. Ord March 3 


Wreor, Jac 
The 


BLATHERWICE, Hanley, 





Davis, Water, Bristol, China Dealer. Bristol. Pet Marchi. Ord March 8 

Dr cls. Poterbevengh, out of business. Peterborough, . 
Pet March 4. Sree aoe, 

EpuGrave, Eu, po Hertfordshire, Baker. St Albans. Pet March 1. 


Bram Joan, Abererch, nr nr Pwllheli, Carnarvonshire, Mariner. Bangor. Pet 
Pump, Jon JOHN Janes, Bernard st, Russell sq, Licensed Victualler. High Court. 

Gaxpx, Maven, Liverpool, Manager to a Company. Liverpool. Pet Feb 10, 
Goonges, Waal, Deopham, Norfolk, Miller. Norwich. Pet Marchi. Ord 


GREEN, DanrEeL, Thornton Heath, Croydon. Croydon. Pet Jan 8. Ord March? 
snags, Rares. and Sonam Harris, Swansea, Pawnbrokers. Swansea. Pet 


Feb 28 Hd 
Haxamson, Ro ton on Tees, Grocer. Stockton on Tees and Middles- 
rough. Bipot Feb 17. Ord March 2 


semen Wua21aM, Bristol, Clothier. Bristol. Pet Febi5. Ord March 4 
Heston, Jomy, Joun, Wi nr Manchester, Theatrical Manager. Manches- 


Pet Feb 7. 
Hope: Rte Upton on Sev Worcestershire, Boatman, Worcester, 
Pet Feb 3. Ord March 8” 


Hog, CHARLES WurisaM, Oxtord st, Trunk Maker. 


Ord Mar 4 
Hystop, Davin, Fo osa st, Warwick rd, Maidahill, Upholsterer, High Court, 7 
Pet March : 


Jamra, Hise, B Bury St Edmunds, Stationer. Bury St Edmunds. Pet Feb 19, : 
FORDAS. Winttax Hewry, Rothwell, Yorks, Farmer. Leeds. Pet March 5, © 
Krzomiee, ons, Tia High oft: S Fingsend, Mantle Manufacturer. High Court, 


Kwananiy, Hucnae, P tae ‘Yorks, Watchmaker. Scarborough. Pet March 
° rd March A 
ora it OHN, y, Lengurig, Montgomeryshire, Innkeeper. Newtown. Pet Feb il, 


Manis, Para RICE & Mosus, Moorgate st, Lithographic Artist. High Court. Pet © 
an 
MoKsy, p Reo, parame st, Soho, Licensed Victualler. High Court. Pet” 
Moxzucve, Meeraes, Moorgate st, Lithographic Artist. High Court. Pet” 
Morton, —, High st, Peckham, Draper. High Court. Pet Dec 17. OrdMars ~ 
OSBORNE, JOSEPH, Liversedge, Yorks, Fuller. Dewsbury. Pet Mar 4. Ord Maré. 
Comaee, EDMUND JuRY, Hove, Sussex, Builder. Brighton. Pet Feb 26. Ord 
Papegee, wr ~ 5" yee Beastfair, Pontefract, Tailor. Wakefield. Pet 7 
Panxee, ReUEAa CHARD, Birmingham, Horse Dealer. Birmingham. Pet Feb5. Ord 
PIOKERSGILL, Saves, D Dumbleton rd, Camberwell, Builder. High Court. Pet — 
an 20. 
Quam, AleEEDs Fairfield, Lancs, Accountant. Liverpool. Pet Febi4. Ord = 
na Ord Marcha Church Enstone, Oxford, Publican. Oxford. Pet March 2,— 
RUTHERFORD Kin upon H Currier. Kin pee 
meee wassy, Ke gen Po. ‘ull, geton upon Hull, | 
SADLER, PHILIP, Sidmouth, Teves, Grocer. Exeter. Pet Febiz7. Ord March 3) 
SHELLARD, AuaeD Tom, Coventry, Bicycle Maker. Ooventry. Pet March 2, | 


SHORE. Wraum James, Runcorn, Agent. Warrington. Pet Feb 23, Ord 
Street, Oapramy, Bradford, Shutter Maker. Bradford. Pet March 4. Ord! 
TuoRy, Tomas, Broadhembury, Devon, out of business. Exeter. Pet Mareh 4. 


Ta, ‘Eicuanb, Over Whitacre, Warwick, Farmer. Birmingham. Pet Feb | 
WALKER, J. Froxfield, W. Clerk in Holy Orders. Newb’ Pet ; 
ond Maen ce ° en 


= Arend, Victoria Docks, Essex, Coppergmith. High Court. Pet 
ov Ord : 
Wepcsz, Gores, Ohirton,’ Wilts, Blacksmith. Bath. Pet March 4. O 


4 . 
Weston, Louisa, Cheltenham, Widow. Cheltenham. Pet Feb 25. Ord March 
‘Wamasr, Jase, Pigs, Ldneoin, Farm Foreman. Gt Grimsby. Pet March 3, Ord 
WitMsHURST, HENRY, Maidstone, lI'ruiterer. Maidstone. Pet March 3. Ord 


3 
The following amended notice is substi for that published in the 
London Gazette of 1. 
Harerison, THomas, South Stockton, Yorks, . Stockton on Tees 
Middlesborough. Pet Jan 13. Ord Feb 25 








SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 
T. Hucia0n, at the Mart, a& 3 p.m., Leasehold Property ( 
advt. this wee! 


Pp. 325). 
March 18.—; coors. Brats & Hox, sb the Magt, ob 2 .m., Leasehold Prope 
wet, Geet » 


March 15.—Mr. 
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All letters intended for publication in the “ Solicitors’ Journal” must 0 
authenticated by the name of the writer. 





High Court. Pet Feb 17, © 





